City of Sonoma
Design Review and Historic
Preservation Commission

AGENDA

Meeting of March 18, 2014 - 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 - Leslie Tippell, Chair Commissioners: Tom Anderson
Kelso Barnett
Robert McDonald
Micaelia Randolph
Christopher Johnson (Alternate)

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

APPROVAL OF MINUTES
Minutes from the meetings of February 18, 2014 and February 25, 2014.

CORRESPONDENCE
ITEM #1 — Discussion Item RECOMMENDED ACTION:
ISSUE: Receive and provide
Review of the changes related to feedback.
Certified Local Government and
recent Municipal Code revisions. CEQA Status:

Categorically Exempt
Staff: Wendy Atkins

ITEM #2 — Discussion Item RECOMMENDED ACTION:
ISSUE: Receive and provide
Review possible policy changes with feedback.

regard to historic evaluations.

CEQA Status:
Staff: Wendy Atkins Categorically Exempt




ITEM #3 — Continued Design and
Signh Review

REQUEST:

Consideration of external building

modifications and a modification to a

sign program for a commercial
business (Pet Food Express).

Applicant:
McCall Design Group

Staff: Wendy Atkins

Project Location:

500 West Napa Street, Suites

502-510

General Plan Designation:

Commercial (C)

Zoning:
Planning Area:

West Napa/Sonoma Corridor

Base: Commercial (C)
Overlay: None

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Commission discretion.

CEQA Status:
Categorically Exempt

ITEM #4 — Continued Design
Review

REQUEST:

Consideration of design review for
three residential units on a mixed-
use property.

Applicant:
Victor Conforti, Architect

Staff: David Goodison

Project Location:
830 Broadway

General Plan Designation:

Mixed Use (MU)

Zoning:

Planning Area:
Broadway Corridor
Base: Mixed Use (MX)
Overlay: Historic (/H)

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Commission discretion.

CEQA Status:
Categorically Exempt

ITEM #5 — Sign Review

REQUEST:

Consideration of a temporary sign
for a mixed-use building (Williams
Sonoma)

Applicant:
Cindy Treichler/Williams-Sonoma,
Inc.

Staff: Wendy Atkins

Project Location:
599 Broadway

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 #6 — Sign Review

REQUEST:

Consideration of a new monument
sign and a wall sign for a
commercial building (Flahive
Building).

Applicant:
Robert Sanders

Staff: Wendy Atkins

Project Location:
1051 Broadway

General Plan Designation:

Mixed Use (MU)

Zoning:

Planning Area:
Broadway Corridor
Base: Commercial (C)
Overlay: Historic (/H)

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Commission discretion.

CEQA Status:

Categorically Exempt




ITEM #7 — Design Review

REQUEST:

Consideration of external building
modifications for a bakery (Scandia
Bakery).

Applicant:
Michael Palmer

Staff: Wendy Atkins

Project Location:
500 West Napa Street, Suite
542

General Plan Designation:
Commercial (C)

Zoning:
Planning Area:
West Napa/Sonoma Corridor

Base: Commercial (C)
Overlay: None

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Commission discretion.

CEQA Status:
Categorically Exempt

ITEM #8 — Design Review

REQUEST:
Design review of a proposed
addition to the residence.

Applicant:
Suzanne Clark

Staff: Wendy Atkins

Project Location:
757 Second 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 #9 — Demolition Review

REQUEST:

Demolition of the rear portion of a
structure on a commercial property.

Applicant:
Michael Marino

Staff: Wendy Atkins

Project Location:
170 West Napa Street

General Plan Designation:
Commercial (C)

Zoning:
Planning Area:
Downtown District

Base: Commercial (C)
Overlay: Historic (/H)

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Commission discretion.

CEQA Status:
Categorically Exempt

ISSUES UPDATE

COMMENTS FROM THE COMMISSION
COMMENTS FROM THE AUDIENCE
ADJOURNMENT

| do hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing agenda was posted on the City Hall bulletin board on March 14,
2014.

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 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.



March 18, 2014
Agenda Item #1

MEMO

To: Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission
From: Associate Planner Atkins

Subject: Project Review Changes Related to Certified Local Government and Recent
Municipal Code Revisions

Background

In recent meetings of Commission, the question has come as to how and whether the
City’s recently-achieved status as a certified local government affects the design review
of projects involving historic resources (or potential historic resources). In light of these
guestions, staff has prepared this review, which addresses recent changes to the
Municipal Code with respect to historic preservation, current practices in the review of
projects involving historic resources, and possible future projects.

Recently Adopted Code Amendments

By way of background, on November 4, 2013, the City Council amended the Municipal
Code with respect to historic preservation (see attached Agenda Item Summary). As the
Commission is aware, with the adoption of these amendments, Sonoma now qualifies
as a certified local government will respect to historic preservation. The three main
changes resulting from these amendments are as follows:

1. The name of the Design Review Commission was changed from the Design Review
Commission to the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission (DRHPC).
The responsibilities of the Commission were updated and clarified to reflect its role
in historic preservation.

2. A process was created to designate a locally-significant historic resource and
districts.

3. The following findings for approval were added to Architectural Review project
applications involving historically significant resources:

Projects Involving Historically Significant Resources. In addition to the basic findings set
forth in paragraph 1, above, the review authority must make the following additional
findings for any project on which site is located a resource that is listed or eligible for listing
on the State Register of Historic Resources or that has been designated as a local historic
resource pursuant to section 19.42.020:



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

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

c. The project substantially complies with the applicable Secretary of Interior
Standards and Guidelines for the Treatment of Historic Properties.

How will the above-mentioned Municipal Code amendments change the method in
which projects are reviewed by the DRHPC? The biggest immediate change is the
additional findings for the DRHPC to make related to projects involving historically
significant resources, whether locally-designated or otherwise.

As noted above, the amendments also create a process to designate local-significant
historic resources or districts. After a local historic resource or district is designated, any
future projects that involve the local historic resource or district will need to comply with
the Secretary of Interior’'s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with
Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic
Buildings or the Secretary of the Interior’'s Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines
for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings.

Current Practices

Even before any of these zoning amendments were adopted, staff and the Commission
had implemented requirements for the analysis of historic resources as part of the
design review process, including the following:

e For properties on which a potentially significant historic resource is located, a
cultural resource evaluation prepared by a qualified professional is routinely
required. Staff issues standard guidance in this regard, including a referral to the
CHRIS list of qualified consultants and an advisory that the consultant who
prepares the report is expected to attend the DRHPC (or Planning Commission)
meeting at which the report will be presented.

e Ininstances where a resource has been determined to be significant, the analysis is
expanded to include an evaluation of any proposed changes to the structure for
compliance with the Secretary of Interior Standards for Rehabilitation and
Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings.

e Staff has developed a hand-out that summarizes issues and requirements that may
apply to projects involving historic resources (attached).

e Staff reports identify the historic status of structures under review and provide an
analysis of the applicable guidelines.



e With respect to projects that involve historic resources (whether on or off-site), staff
routinely refers applicants and consultants to the League for Historic Preservation
and the Historical Society.

As discussed below, it is possible that updated design guidelines may be developed
pursuant to the City’s Preservation Plan that could alter the review process or provide
additional guidance in terms of project evaluation, but this would be a future project.

Potential Future Projects

In addition to the changes to the Municipal Code, the City Council also adopted a
historic preservation plan (previously reviewed by the Design Review Commission). The
plan includes an implementation section (attached) that is intended to guide future
efforts to improve Sonoma’s historic preservation programs. As noted above, these
measures include the concept of developing additional design guidelines. Another
possible project that recently emerged through the appeal of the “Grandma Linda” paint
colors was that of a pre-approved palette or some other sort of guidelines addressing
building colors in the downtown area. The DRHCP has also expressed interest in
developing an ordinance that would establish maintenance requirements for historic
structures. However, the actual implementation of those measures or any of the other
proposals identified in the Preservation Plan will typically require both staff time and
funding at a level that occurs in the annual budget process.

Because the Preservation Plan was adopted last November, almost six months after the
passage of the municipal budget, the only program for which funding is currently
allocated is staff and Commission training. (As the Commission is aware, staff routinely
informs Commissioners of training opportunities with respect to historic preservation.)
The preparation of the 2014-15 Budget has not yet started, but as part of that process
the DRHCP will be asked to review the Preservation Plan and make recommendations
to the Council for funding measures identifies as a priority.

Attachments:
1. City Council Agenda Item Summary (11/04/13)
2. Handout

3. Historic Preservation Plan: Implementation Measures

cc: Mary Martinez
P.O. Box 534
Sonoma, CA 95476
George McKale, via email

Patricia Cullinan, via email

Yvonne Bowers, via email



Cil’y of Sonoma City Council Agenda ltem: 5J

City Council Meeting Date:  11/04/13
Agenda Item Summary
Department Staff Contact
Planning David Goodison, Planning Director

Agenda ltem Title

Adoption of an ordinance amending the Municipal Code with respect to historic preservation,
including a finding of categorical exemption.

Summary

The Certified Local Government program, administered by the State Office of Historic Preservation
(OHP) in partnership with the National Park Service, provides a broad structure for local
governments to identify, evaluate, register, and preserve historic properties within their jurisdiction.
Required components to qualify for certification include a system to survey and inventory historic
resources, a historic preservation review commission, a local preservation ordinance consistent with
National Historic Preservation Act, and a local preservation plan. In order achieve certification, a
local government must file an application with the OHP; which reviews the proposal for compliance.
In November of 2012, the City Council adopted a preservation plan and staff forwarded an
application for CL.G status shortly thereafter. Along with the preservation plan, this application also
included draft: amendments to the Municipal Code addressing various requirements of the CLG
program, which the Council reviewed in conjunction with the Preservation Plan.

The State Office of Historic Preservation recently completed its review of the proposed amendments
and found that through their adoption, the City would achieve compliance with CLG standards (see
attached correspondence). They did recommend that the name of the Design Review Commission
be changed, but they did not identify this as a requirement for certification. (Note: When the Design
Review Commission discussed this issue, it was preference of the DRC to retain its existing name.)
After the receiving the letter of conditional approval from the State Office of Historic preservation,
staff scheduled a final review of the Development Code amendment for the meeting of September
12, 2013. After holding a public hearing on the matter, the Planning Commission voted unanimously
to forward the amendments to the City Council for approval. The Planning Commission took no
position on the recommendation to change the name of the Design Review Commission, leaving
that issue for the City Council to decide.

At its meeting of October 21, 2013, the City Council voted 5-0 to introduce this ordinance, while
amending it to change the name of the Design Review Commission to the “Design Review and
Historic Preservation Commission”.

Recommended Council Action
Adopt the ordinance.

Alternative Actions
N.A.

Financial Impact

The City already implements programs and policies related to historic preservation. The designation
of the City as a Certified Local Government would involve some expansion of these programs, but in
the near-term this would be accommodated within the normal workflow of planning staff and the
DRC. In the long-term, implementation measures identified in the Preservation Plan could require
the allocation of significant funding and/or staff time, but the decision to implement any of those
measures would be made as part of the normal budget process. Achieving CLG status would enable
the City to apply for grant funding to help support some of the implementation programs, but staff
has no estimate of what this might amount to and obtaining grant funding cannot be relied upon.

Environmental Review Status
[ ] Environmental Impact Report X Approved/Certified (through draft ordinance)



[[] Negative Declaration [] No Action Required
X Exempt [] Action Requested
[] Not Applicable

Alignment with Council Goals:

Achieving CLG status relates to the “Policy and l.eadership” goal, as it responds to the requirements
of State legislation while emphasizing local control through the planning process.

Attachments:
1. Ordinance

ccC: League for Historic Preservation
Patricia Cullinan




CITY OF SOKOMA
ORDINANCE NO. XX - 2013

AN ORDINANCE OF THE CITY COUNCIL OF THE CITY OF SONOMA
AMENDING THE SONOMA MUNICIPAL CODE BY CLARIFYING THE RESPONSIBILITIES
OF THE DESIGN REVIEW COMMISSION AND MODIFYING REGULATIONS PERTAINING

, TO HISTORIC RESOURCES IN ORDER TO ACHIEVE COMPLIANCE WITH THE
REQUIREMENTS OF THE CERTIFIED LOCAL GOVERNMENT PROGRAM FOR HISTORIC
PRESERVATION

The City Council of the City of Sonoma does ordain as follows:

Section 1. Amendments to “Design Review Commission” (Title 2, Chapter 2.60) of the
Sonoma Municipal Code.

Chapter 2.60 is hereby amended as set forth in Exhibit A.

Section 2. Amendments to “Integrated Development Regulations and Guidelines” (Title 19)
of the Sonoma Municipal Code.

A. Article 19.42 of Division 1V is hereby amended as set forth in Exhibit B.

B. Section 19.54.080.G of Article 19.54 of Division V is hereby amended as set forth in
Exhibit C.

Section 3. Renaming the Design Review Commission.

The Design Review Commission shall henceforth be known as the “Design Review and
Historic Preservation Commission”.

Section 4. Exemption from Environmental Review.

The amendments to the Municipal Code effected by this ordinance are exempt from
" environmental review pursuant to Section (b)(3) of title 14 of the California Code of
Regulations, as it can be determined with certainty that there is no possibility that establishing
additional protections for historic resources, as defined, may have a significant effect on

the environment.
Section 5. Effective Date.
This ordinance shall become effective thirty (30) days from and after the date of its passage.

PASSED, APPROVED AND ADOPTED by the City Council of the City of Sonoma this 4th day
of November 2013.

Ken Brown, Mayor

ATTEST:

Gay Johann, City Clerk



EXHIBIT A

2.60—Design Review Commission

Sections:

2.60.010 Purpose.

2.60.020 Composition.

2.60.030 Duties and responsibilities.
2.60.040 City Council review.

2.60.010 Purpose.

The purpose of the Design Review Commission shall be to protect the architectural heritage of
Sonoma,_identify and preserve significant historic resources, enhance the visual character of the
built environment, and promote excellence in town design and architecture through its review of
projects in accordance with this Chapter and other applicable provisions of the Sonoma

Municipal Code.

2.60.020 Composition.
The Desxgn Review Commission shall consist of flve members, appomted in accordance with

thefollowing-areas—architecture-landscape-architecture—urban—design—historiepreservation;
arboriculture—or-a—related-field-however, ho-more-than-two-seats—on-the-commission—may-be
held-at-any-one-time-by-persons-having-such-expertise—The members of the commission shall

include persons who have demonstrated special interest, competence, experience or
knowledge in the following areas: historic preservation, cultural geography, or other historic
preservation-related discipline; architecture and architectural history; prehistoric and historic
archaeology; urban planning; landscape architecture; or related disciplines, to the extent such
persons are available in the community. All members must have demonstrated interest in and

knowledge of the cultural heritage of the city.

2.60.030 Duties and Responsibilities.
The Design Review Commission shall have the following responsibilities:

A. Exercise the authority set forth in this chapter and as otherwise provided in the Municipal
Code.

B. Recommend to the city council policies and programs in support of historic preservation
including but not limited to goals and policies for the General Plan and other regulatory
plans as well as programs for historic preservaticn incentives.

C. Review and make recommendation to the State Office of Historic Preservation regarding
nominations of property located within the city to the National Register of Historic Places.

D. Perform the duties pursuant to the certified local government provisions of the National
Historic Preservation Act of 1966. This shall include undertaking review and comment
upon those projects on which the city as a certified local government has an obligation or
opportunity to provide review and comment under the National Historic Preservation Act
including but not limited to private and public projects undertaken within the Sonoma Plaza
National Landmark District, in accordance with the applicable provisions of the Municipal
Code.

F. Administer the nomination, designation, and registry of local historic resources and
districts as set forth in Section 19.42.020.




Develop and administer historic preservation plans, historic resource inventories, context

statements, design guidelines and other information, plans and procedures related to

historic preservation. ;
Implement the applicable provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act pertaining

to historic and cultural resources, consistent with its authority under the provisions of
Chapter 19.54.

structures within the Historic Overlay zone and of potentially historic buildings and
structures located outside of the Historic Overlay zone, in accordance with Section
19.54.090 (Demolition Permit);

Conduct architectural review, in accordance with Section 19.54.080 (Site Design and
Architectural Review);

Conduct sign review in accordance with the provisions of SMC Title 18;

Conduct landscaping review in accordance with the provisions of Chapter 14.32;

“~I ©

Consult with, advise, and report to the city council on a regular basis in connection with the
exercise of the Commission's duties and functions.

The above listed duties and functions shall be performed in compliance with Section 12.52.020
(Authority for Land Use and Zoning Decisions), Table 5-1 (Review Authority for Planning
Permits}, and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), as applicable.

2.60.030 City Council Review.
The city council shall review the duties, responsibilities and effectiveness of the Design Review

Commission on an annual basis commencing one year from the effective date of this section.



Exhibit B
19.42-—Historic Preservation and Infill in the Historic Zone

Sections:

19.42.010—Purpose

19.42.020—Designation of a Local Historic Resource or District
19.42.030—Adaptive Reuse

19.42.040—Guidelines for Preservation and Adaptive Reuse
19.42.050—Guidelines for Infill Development

19.42.010 Purpose.

This Chapter is intended to safeguard the historic character of Sonoma by recognizing
and preserving significant historic and cultural resources buildings; by providing
incentives for the preservation and rehabilitation of historically and culturally significant
resources, and by ensuring that new development in the Historic Overlay zone is

architecturally compatible.

A.  Officially designated historic structures. This Chapter establishes incentives,
minimum standards, and guidelines for the preservation and adaptive reuse of
officially designated historic structures to the greatest extent feasible, as well as a
process for listing districts, sites, structures and other resources possessing local

historic significance.

B.  Potentially historic structures. This Chapter establishes guidelines for the
preservation of historic structures within the City, using the League for Historic
Preservation’s inventory of historic structures as a guide for determining whether these
provisions should be applied.

C. Infill development. This Chapter establishes guidelines to be used in review of infill
development within the Historic Overlay zone for which a discretionary permit is

required.

19.42.020 Designation of a Local Historic Resource or District

A. Purpose. In order to recognize and promote the preservation of sites, structures,
and areas that are important to the history of Sonoma, this section provides for the
nomination and designation of locally significant historic resources and districts.

B. Designation Process—Local Historic Resources. Local historic resources shall be
designated by the Design Review Commission in the following manner:

1. Initiation of Designation. Designation of a historical resource may be initiated
by the Design Review Commission or by the owner of the property that is
proposed for designation. Applications for designation originating from outside
the commission must be accompanied by such historical and architectural
information as is required by the commission to make an informed
recommendation concerning the application, together with the fee set by the
City Council.

2. Review, Notice and Hearing. The Design Review Commission shall conduct a
public hearing on a nomination for local historic resource designation. Notice of
the public hearing shall be provided, and the hearing shall be conducted in




compliance with Chapter 19.88 (Public Hearings), including mailed notice to the

owners of any property proposed for such designation.
Findings, Decision. Following a public hearing, the Design Review Commission

may approve or disapprove a_nomination for designation as a local historic

resource. The Commission shall record the decision and the findings upon

which the decision is based. The Design Review Commission may approve

such designation only if it findings that the resource meets at least one of the

following criteria;

a. It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to
Sonoma's history and cultural heritage; or

b. It is associated with the lives of persons important in Sonoma’s past; or

c. lt 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; or

d. It has vielded, or may be likely to vield, information important in Sonoma’s
prehistory or history.

C. Designation Process—Local Historic Districts. Local historic districts shall be

designated by the City Council upon the recommendation of the Design Review

Commission in the following manner:

1.

Initiation of Designation. The designation of a local historic district may be

2.

initiated by the City Council or the Design Review Commission.
Requirements for Designation. The designation of a local historic district is

subject to finding by the review authority that all of the following requirements

are met.

a. The proposed district is a geographically definable area.

b. The proposed district possesses either a significant concentration or
continuity of buildings unified by past events or aesthetically by plan or
physical development.

c. Considered as a whole, a sufficient concentration of buildings within the
proposed district demonstrate integrity of design, setting, materials
workmanship and association.

d. The collective historic value of the buildings and structures in the proposed
district is greater than the historic value of each individual building or
structure

e. The designation of the area as a historic district is reasonable, appropriate
and necessary to protect promote and further the goals and purposes of
this chapter and is not inconsistent with other goals and policies of the city.

Design Review Commission Hearing and Recommendation. The Design

Review Commission shall conduct a public hearing on a nomination for local
historic resource district. Notice of the public hearing shall be provided, and the
hearing shall be conducted in compliance with Chapter 19.88 (Public Hearings),
including mailed notice to the owners of any property proposed for such
designation. Following the public hearing, the commission shall recommend
approval in whole or in part or disapproval of the application for designation in
writing to the city council, setting forth the reasons for the decision. The Design
Review Commission may approve a recommendation for a local historic district
only if it makes the findings set forth in section 19.42.020.8.

City Council Hearing and Decision. The City Council shall conduct a public

hearing on a nomination for local historic district. Notice of the public hearing
shall be provided, and the hearing shall be conducted in compliance with




Chapter 19.88 (Public Hearings), including mailed notice to the owners of any
property proposed for such designation. Following the public hearing, the City
Council shall by resolution approve the recommendations in whole or in part, or
shall by motion disapprove them in their entirety. The City Council may approve
a designation as a local historic district only if it makes the findings set forth in
section 19.42.020.B. If the City Council approves a local historic district, notice
of the decision shall be sent to property owners within the district.

D. Amendment or Rescission. The Design Review Commission and the City Council
may amend or rescind any designation of an historical resource or historic district in the
sameé manner and procedure as are followed for designation.

E. Previously Designated Historic Resources. The sites and sfructures previously
designated by the City Council as having local historic significance through the adoption
of Resolution 18-2006 are hereby designated as local historic resources as defined in

F. Register. The Design Review Commission shall maintain a register of designated
jocal historic resources and districts.

19.42.030 Adaptive Reuse

The adaptive reuse of historic structures within the Historic Overlay District, involving
uses not otherwise allowed through the base zone, may be allowed subject to the
approval of a Conditional Use Permit, in compliance with Section 19.54.040 and as set

forth below.

A. Eligible Structures. The following types of structures are eligible for adaptive reuse:

1. Officially designated structures. Those structures of officially designated
historical significance as indicated by 1) listing with the State Office of Historic
Preservation, or 2) listing as a locally-significant historic resource, regardiess of
whether they are located within the Historic Overlay zone.

2. Structures with potential historical value. In addition to officially designated
structures, there are other structures that may have historical value because of
their age (usually more than 50 years old), and their contribution to the overall
historic character of the community due to their unique architectural scale and
style, use of design details, form, materials, proportion, as may be documented
through listing on the Sonoma League for Historic Preservation’s inventory of
historic structures. Such structures shall only be eligible for adaptive reuse if
located within the Historic Overlay zone.

B. Allowable Use. The following uses may be considered in an application for the
adaptive reuse of a historic structure:
1. Residential uses and densities:

a. Allowable residential uses. Single- and multi-family dwellings and residential
condominiums.

b. Allowable residential densities. The allowable residential density within the
Historic Overlay District may exceed the normally allowable density under
the subject General Plan designation and zoning district, subject to the
approval of the Planning Commission.

2. Nonresidential uses:
a. Bed and breakfast inns;



. Hotels;

Limited retail;

. Mixed-use (residential over commercial) developments;
Professional and service-oriented offices;

Restaurants (with or without outdoor dining facilities); and
Wine tasting facilities.

@m0 oo0T

Retention of residential character, scale, and style. Adaptive reuse projects
shall retain a residential character, scale, and style (e.g., off-street parking areas
would be prohibited in the front and street side setbacks, new construction would
have a residential appearance, signs would be limited, etc.). The guidelines set
forth in Section 19.42.030, below, shall be considered by the Planning Commission
in applications for adaptive reuse.

Compliance with parking standards. The above listed uses shall be provided with
suitable parking, in compliance with Chapter 19.48 (Parking and Loading
Standards) .

Findings and Decision. The Planning Commission shall approve, with or without

conditions, the alteration-er-adaptive reuse of an historic structure, only if all of the

following findings can be made, in addition to those identified in Section 19.54.040

(Use Permits). The alteration or adaptive reuse would:

1. Enhance, perpetuate, preserve, protect, and restore those historic districts,
neighborhoods, sites, structures, and zoning districts which conftribute to the
aesthetic and cultural benefit of the City;

2. Stabilize and improve the economic value of historic districts, neighborhoods,
sites, structures, and zoning districts;

3. Preserve diverse architectural design reflecting phases of the City’s history, and
encourage design styles and construction methods and materials that are
compatible with the surrounding neighborhood(s); and

4. Promote and encourage continued private ownership and  utilization of
structures now so owned and used;

5. Substantially comply with the applicable Secretary of Interior Standards and
Guidelines for the Treatment of Historic Properties as well as the applicable
requirements and guidelines of this Chapter.




Exhibit C

19.54.080—Site Design and Architectural Review

A. Purpose. This section establishes the review procedures necessary to ensure that all
applicable development projects comply with the required standards, design guidelines
and ordinances of the City; minimize potential adverse effects on surrounding properties
and the environment; implement General Plan policies regarding community design; and
promote the general health, safety, welfare, and economy of the residents of the City.
Therefore, it is the purpose of this section to:

1. Protect and enhance historic buildings and the City’s historic character;

2. Encourage the orderly and harmonious appearance of structures and property within
the City along with associated facilities, landscaping, parking areas, and streets;

3. Recognize the interdependence of land values and aesthetics and provide a method
by which the City may implement this interdependence; and

4, Ensure that new developments, including residential, institutional, commercial, and
industrial developments built on the City's character and do not have an adverse
aesthetic impact upon existing adjoining properties, the natural environment, or the
City in general.

B. Applicability. The review of project site planning and architectural design is an integral
part of the development approval process. Therefore, each project that requires approval
of a Building Permit, unless exempted as set forth below, shall require review and
approval by the Planning Commission and/or the Design Review Committee (DRC), as
applicable, prior to the issuance of a Building Permit or the commencement of any work on
a new structure, or improvements to alter, enlarge, remodel, repair, or otherwise change
the exterior of an existing structure.

1. Residential development. Design review shall be required for new residential
development, the alteration and enlargement of existing residential structures, and
residential accessory structures, as set forth in the following table.

Design Review Requirements for Residential Development

Development Type/Condition Design Review Requirement
Inside Historic Zone Qutside Historic
Zone
1. New Development
Single-family development, fewer than Yes No
five units, and associated accessory
structures.
Single-family development, five or more Yes Yes
units.
Duplex, and associated accessory Yes No
structures.
Triplex, PUD, or other multi-family, and Yes Yes

associated accessory structures.

2. Existing Development

Maintenance, repainting, in-kind No No
replacement of exterior materials.




Re-roofing. No No
Interior remodeling. No No
Exterior alterations for which no building No No
permit is required.
3. Existing Residential Development, Constructed Prior to 1945

Alterations to existing structures that Yes No
increase floor area by 10% or 200

square-feet, whichever is greater.

Alterations to existing structures Yes No
requiring a Building Permit that result in

substantive changes to a primary or

street-side building elevation.

Other exterior alterations or additions for No No
which a building permit is required.

Building relocation. Yes Yes
Change in roof design (e.g., alterations Yes No
in pitch and height).

. SFD/Duplexes, Constructed in 1945 or Later

Additions. No No
Exterior alterations (including change in No - No
roof design).

Relocation. No No

Multi-family, Constructed in 1945 or La

ter(Including Planned Unit Developments)

Alterations to existing structures that do
not increase floor area by more than
10% or result in substantive changes to
a primary or street-side building
elevation.

No

No

Other exterior alterations or additions
that require a Building Permit.

Yes

Yes

Change in roof design (e.g., alterations
in pitch and height).

Yes

Yes

Other

Detached residential accessory
structures developed in conjunction with
an existing primary residence.

No

No

Landscape modifications, existing
single-family residences and duplexes.

No

No

Significant alterations to approved
fandscaping plan, existing multi-family
development/PUDs (private yard areas

excepted).

Yes

Yes

2. Commercial and mixed-use development. Design review shall be required for new
commercial and mixed-use development (including public and quasi-public facilities)
and the alternation and enlargement of existing structures, as set forth in the
following table.

Design Review Requirements for Commercial Uses and Mixed Uses

Development Type/Condition Design Review Requirement




New construction and building additions Yes

Maintenance and in-kind replacement of No
exterior materials.

Exterior building modifications for which a Yes
building permit is required.

Repainting, except when the existing color Yes
scheme is substantially retained.

Improvements to existing parking facilities No
with 10 or less spaces. '

Improvements to existing parking facilities Yes
with 10 or more parking spaces.

Lighting of parking areas. Yes
Landscaping for a new development or Yes

significant alteration to an approved
landscape plan (excluding private yards).

Accessory structures not in public view. No

3. Demolitions. Demolitions shall be regulated as provided for under Section
19.54.090 (Demolition Permit).

4. Signs. Signs shall be regulated as provided for under Title 18 of the Sonoma
Municipal Code.

5. Use Permits. Notwithstanding the exemptions identified in subsection 1 and 2,
above, the Planning Commission may impose design review as a condition of use
permit approval.

C. Application requirements. Any person proposing to construct, alter, enlarge, remodel, or
otherwise change a new or existing structure subject to Site Design and Architectural
Review in compliance with this Chapter, shall make application for project review prior to
the application for a Building Permit in compliance with Section 19.52.040 (Application
Preparation and Filing). it is the responsibility of the applicant to provide evidence in
support of the findings required by subsection G. (Findings, decision), following.

D. Review responsibility. Certain types of projects are subject to review by both the
Planning Commission and the Design Review Commission, while other types of projects
are subject to review by only one commission. The responsibilities of the two commissions
with regard to Site Design and Architectural Review are as follows:

1.

Non-discretionary Projects. Projects subject to Site Design and Architectural Review,
as set forth in Subsection B., but which are not otherwise subject to discretionary
review by the Planning Commission (e.g., Use Permit review), shall be reviewed by
the Design Review Commission only.

Discretionary projects. For projects subject to discretionary review by the Planning
Commission, the Planning Commission shall be responsible for reviewing and acting
upon the project site plan, building massing and elevation concepts to the extent it
deems necessary. Subsequent review by the Design Review Commission shall be
limited to elevation details, colors and materials, landscaping (including fences and
walls), lighting, site details (such as the placement of bike racks and trash
enclosures), and any issues specifically referred to the DRC by the Planning
Commission.




3. Single-family development of five or more units. For new single-family development
of five or more units, except in conjunction with a Planned Development Permit, the
Planning Commission shall be responsible for reviewing and approving design
guidelines to ensure an appropriate variety of unit types and styles. Design
guidelines may include building heights and mix of stories, setbacks, architectural
concepts, elevation details, building materials, and landscaping. The topics and level
of detail required for the review of a particular project shall be as deemed appropriate
by the Planning Commission. Review by the Design Review Commission shall not be
required, except as referred to the Design Review Commission by the Planning
Commission.

Review Procedures. Each application for Site Design and Architectural Review shall be
reviewed by the City Planner to ensure that the application is consistent with the purpose
and intent of this Section and with applicable requirements of this Development Code. The

review authority shall hold a public meeting, and may approve, approve with conditions, or
disapprove the application for Site Design and Architectural Review in compliance with this
Section.

Factors to be considered. In the course 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;
Environmental features on or adjacent to the site;

The context of uses and architecture established by adjacent development;

A w0

The location, design, site plan configuration, and effect of the proposed
development.

These factors shall be considered in relation to the development standards and design
guidelines of this Development Code, other applicable ordinances of the City, and
applicable General Plan policies.

Findings, decision. The review authority may approve, approve subject to conditions, or
disapprove an application for Site Design and Architectural Review. The review authority
may approve an application, with or without conditions, only if it first makes the findings set
forth below.

1.  Basic findings. In order to approve any application for Site Design and Architectural
Review, the review authority must make the following findings:

a. 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;

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

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

2. Projects within the Historic Overlay District or a Local Historic District. In addition to
the basic findings set forth in paragraph 1, above, the review authority must make



the following additional findings for any project located within the Historic Overlay
District:

a. The project will not impair the historic character of its surroundings; and

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

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

d. 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.

These findings shall not apply to demolitions associated with a project which have
been approved under Section 19.54.090 (Demolition Permit).

3. Projects Involving Historically Significant Resources. In addition to the basic findings
set forth in paragraph 1, above, the review authority must make the following
additional findings for any project on which site is located a resource that is listed or
eligible for listing on the State Register of Historic Resources or that has been
desiganted as a local historic resource pursuant to section 19.42.020:

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

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

c. The project substantially complies with the applicable Secretary of Interior
Standards and Guidelines for the Treatment of Historic Properties.

These findings shall not apply to demolitions associated with a project which have
been approved under Section 19.54.090 (Demolition Permit).

Expiration. If a Building Permit has not been applied for and issued within one year of Site
Design and Architectural Review approval, the approval shall become void, unless an
extension is approved in compliance with Chapter 19.56 (Permit Implementation, Time
Limits, Extensions).



City of Sonoma
Historic Preservation Plan

L Purpose

Sonoma’s Historic Preservation Plan provides background information and context on Sonoma’s
cultural and historic resources, describes the City’s current policies and programs with respect to
historic preservation, identifies other community preservation resources, and sets forth a series of
implementation measures. The purpose of the plan is to ensure that local policies and programs
with respect to historic preservation are comprehensive, consistent with best practices, and in
compliance with state and federal law.

11 Background

Pre-History. Good soils, temperate climate, and abundant food and water attracted indigenous
peoples to the Sonoma Valley for at least 12,000 years before Spanish missionaries settled in the
early 19th century. As many as 5,000 Native Americans lived in what is now Sonoma County at
any one time. Present day Sonoma County was occupied at the time of historic contact by native
peoples representing four language groups: Southern Pomo, Southwestern Pomo, Wappo, and
Coast Miwok. Each group was comprised of autonomous village communities, each holding
specific tracts of land, speaking a distinct dialect, and organized under one or more headmen. It
is believed that the Sonoma Valley was occupied by the Coast Miwok people, a language group
that also occupied present day Marin County and the Petaluma River Basin. The Coast Miwoks
are thought to have emerged in the area around 500 B.C., while other tribal groups in the North
Bay Area are thought to have emerged between 2,000 and 1,000 B.C. The Coast Miwok
economy reflected an early focus on marsh resources, though it was combined with hunting and
gathering in the foothills of the North Coast Ranges. A typical Coast Miwok group inhabited a
semi-permanent village from which they made trips to temporary, seasonal camps to obtain
locally available resources.

History. The founding of the City of Sonoma came about as a result of the Mexican
government’s attempt to build upon the colonization efforts of Spain in what is now northern
California. The first significant Spanish entry into the area occurred in 1775, when the Spanish
sailor Bodega y Quadra entered Tomales Bay (confusion as to the location of the docking site
attached his name to a small inlet a few miles to the north). In 1812, ignoring Spanish territorial
claims upon the northern portion of present day Sonoma County, the Russians ventured south
from Alaska by leasing land from the Pomos and establishing the first European settlement in the

area at Fort Ross.

In response to the Russian presence, the Mexican Government (newly independent from Spain
and possessing title to California since 1821) sent Jose Altimira to the Sonoma Valley in 1823 to
establish a mission and to assume control of the potentially rich valleys between the Sacramento
River and the Pacific Coast. The newest and northernmost of the 21 California missions was
constructed in 1824, and was named San Francisco de Solano. The mission became the center of
the new town of Sonoma in 1835, and became the headquarters of Commandant Mariano Vallejo



who had already begun to build an adobe villa on his Rancho to the west, near present day
Petaluma. The Mission and other buildings constructed in that era were built using conscripted
Native American labor and the establishment of the Mission began a period of sustained contact
between Native Americans and colonizing settlers that resulted in the dispersal of local tribes and
substantial declines in their population due to military action and disease.

Mexican attempts in 1833 and 1834 to colonize the Santa Rosa plain failed, and the Sonoma
settlement became increasingly important to the control of an area threatened by Russian
encroachment and native resistance. These threats decreased when a smallpox epidemic reduced
the local tribes and the declining fortunes of the Russians resulted in the selling of Fort Ross to
the Swiss adventurer Johann Sutter.

The village at Sonoma grew as more people moved into the valley to farm large ranchos granted
to them by Commandant Vallejo and the Mexican government. By the mid-1840’s Americans
were present in substantial numbers. In June 1846, a month after the start of the Mexican-
American War, a group of Americans declared their independence from Mexico as the Bear Flag
Republic. The republic had no official government and was dissolved when the United States
Navy took charge of Sonoma in July of 1846. The war ended in 1847, and as a result of the
Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, California was added to the territories of the United States.
California became a state in 1850 and the various counties were established in 1851.

With the breakup of the ranchos after the Mexican War came the establishment of towns. The
Sonoma town square originally laid out by Vallejo under his military rule, was the site of great
activity in the 1840’s. However, the town was virtually abandoned during the gold rush of the
1850°s. When California gained statehood and Sonoma County was established, the city of Santa
Rosa was selected over Sonoma as the county seat. Subsequent growth and development in the
Sonoma area were stimulated by agriculture, although lumbering, tanning, and quarrying also
played important roles in the early economy of the valley.

Cultural and Historic Resources. The city of Sonoma and its Sphere of Influence contain a
substantial number of archaeological and historical resources. A total of 19 archaeological sites
and two isolated finds have been officially recorded within the city’s Planning Area by the
California Historic Research File System (at Sonoma State University). Nine additional
archaeological sites have also been reported. The creeks that pass through Sonoma Valley
provide a favorable environment for discovery of additional prehistoric cultural deposits.

Sonoma hosts a unique concentration of historic structures and sites associated with the mission
period, the Bear Flag Republic, and the historical development of Sonoma Valley. The most
notable of these are the Sonoma Plaza National Historic Landmark and surrounding historic
structures (e.g., the Sonoma barracks, the Sonoma Mission, etc.), and the Vallejo Home State
Park. The city has also established a Historic Overlay zone, which encompasses the Plaza and a
substantial portion of the northern portion of the city generally bounded by the Mountain
Cemetery, Fifth Street East, Patten Street, and Fourth Street West, plus a corridor along both
sides of Broadway from the Plaza to southern city limits.



A complete listing of historic properties in the Sonoma community, as documented by the
National Register of Historic Places and the State Office of Historic Preservation, is provided in

Attachment 1.
III.  State and Federal Historic Designations and Resources

Sonoma Plaza National Historic Landmark. Sonoma Plaza is one of the earliest designated
National Historic Landmarks. Survey work for Sonoma Plaza is recorded as early as 1958, which
preceded the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966. In 1961, the City applied for Registered
National Historic Landmark status. The Sonoma Plaza was granted Landmark status by the
Department of the Interior and was dedicated in December of 1961. In 1966, with the passage of
the National Historic Preservation Act, landmarks which had already been determined to have
national significance were automatically included in the newly created National Register of
Historic Places. In 1974, the Sonoma Plaza National Historic Landmark boundary was redefined
with respect to its “period of significance.” Through this process, the focus was placed on the
Bear Flag Revolt and the history of California in relation to the Mexican War and the period of
significance therefore encompassed a relatively limited period of time: 1821-1848.

Sonoma Plaza National Register Historic District. In 1992, Michael Crowe of the Western
Regional Office of the National Park Service realized that the Sonoma Plaza National Historic
Landmark status did not address local historic significance. Accordingly, he prepared and
submitted a nomination for Sonoma Plaza to become a National Register Historic District based
on an evaluation that connected downtown buildings to Sonoma’s own history. The Sonoma
Plaza National Register District, which was established in 1992, includes 82 contributing
buildings and 56 non-contributing buildings, five sites (of which three are contributing), one
contributing structure, and two contributing objects. The Period of Significance for the district is
1835-1944. The nomination describes the bucolic character of the Plaza, characterizes the
architecture of the significant and contributing commercial buildings, and describes the
residential structures adjoining the commercial district. “The overall integrity of the district both
physically and architecturally remains very high,” according to the nomination, with changes
largely limited to low-rise new construction and window replacement. The nomination finds that
contributing buildings retain architectural integrity to their construction date; have integrity of
location, and have the ability to convey a sense of the history of change and the district’s
development during its period of significance.

Sonoma State Park. The Sonoma State Historic Park encompasses a series of key historic
attractions in several locations within and downtown Sonoma. The park is comprised of the

following elements:

e The Mission San Francisco Solano de Sonoma, established by Father Jose Altamira in
1823. Although partially reconstructed, it is the oldest building in Sonoma.

¢ The Blue Wing Inn. A two-story adobe, located east of the Mission on East Spain Street.
Its construction date is unknown.

e The Sonoma Barracks, the Toscano Hotel, and La Casa Grande. A complex of structures,
across from the Sonoma Plaza on the north, constructed over the period of 1830-1860.



* The Vallejo Home (Lachryma Montis), the home of General Mariano Guadalupe Vallejo.
The Gothic-styled Victorian residence is actually a pre-fabricated structure installed in
the 1850°s. This portion of the Sonoma State Park includes 60 acres of open space.

While these properties are, of course, not subject to local regulation, they are key elements of the
historic setting and contain many of Sonoma’s most significant resources.

IV.  Overview of Local Preservation Policies and Programs

City Council Vision Statement. The Vision Statement serves as a broad summation of the
Council’s values and objectives. As amended by the Council in the course of the 2020 General
Plan update, the Vision Statement addresses historic resources as follows: “In 2020, Sonoma will
be a place where . . . The community’s history and its role as a cultural center are enhanced
through public art, special events, and the careful preservation of historic resources.”

General Plan. In the City of Sonoma’s 2020 General Plan, issues related to historic presewation
are found mainly in the Community Development Element. Key references in the General Plan
include the following:

- Community Directions {among a list of four points): “Sonoma should continue to be
characterized by variety in terms of land uses, building types, and housing, and this
diversity should be comsistent with preserving the town’s small-scale and historic
character.”

- Goal CDE-5: Reinforce the historic, small-town characteristics that give Sonoma its unique
sense of place.

- Policy 5.1: Preserve and enhance the scale and heritage of the community without
imposing rigid stylistic restrictions. (Note: this policy is implemented through the
Development Code.)

Development Code. The City’s Development Code is the primary mechanism for implementing
requirements pertaining to historic preservation. The major provisions in this regard are as
follows: '

A.  Design Review Commission. The Design Review Commission (DRC) is a five-member
panel whose representatives are appointed by the City Council. The DRC is responsible for
administrating the majority of key reviews associated with historic preservation
regulations. (See SMC 2.60.)

B.  Historic Overlay Zone. The Historic Overlay zone was first established by the City in
1974. Its boundaries have changed over the years, with the most recent amendment adopted
in 2007 in order to better reflect the concentrations of historic structures and resources
within the community. The purpose of the Historic overlay zone is to define an area within
which special zoning regulations are applied (e.g., expanded requirements for design
review) as a means of protecting historic resources. (See SMC 19.10.030.C.2.)



Demolition Review Requirements. The demolition of any structure fifty years old or older is
subject to the review and approval of the Design Review Commission (SMC 19.54.090).
This review includes findings designed to prevent the demolition of historically significant
structures.

Residential Review Requirements. Within the Historic Overlay zone, the following review
requirements apply to residential development:

1. Alterations to residences constructed prior to 1945 and for which a building permit is
required that increases floor area by 10% or 200 square feet (whichever is greater) are
subject to design review.

2. Alterations to residences constructed prior to 1945 for which a building permit is
required that result in changes to the primary elevation or.a street-side elevation are
subject to desxgn review

3. Alterations to residences constructed prior to 1945 for which a building permit is
required that result in a change in the roof structure (pitch or height) are subject to
design review.

4. The development of a new single-family residence is subject to design review.

(See Sections 19.10.030.C.2 and 19.54.080.)

E.

Commercial, Mixed Use and Multi-Family Review Requirements. All new commercial,
mixed, use and multi-family development is subject to design review, whether inside or
outside of the Historic Overlay Zone. In addition, exterior changes to commercial or
mixed-use structures that entail the issuance of a building permit are subject to design
review.

Adaptive Reuse. The Development Code provides for the adaptive reuse of historic
structures, subject to the review and approval of the Planning Commission. Within the
Historic Overlay zone, adaptive reuse is an option for potentially historic structures, as well
as structures having an official designation. Outside of the Overlay zone, adaptive reuse is
only an option for structures having an official designation as documented by the State
Office of Historic Preservation. Adaptive reuse options include increased density
allowances and specified commercial uses, including bed and breakfast inns, hotels, limited
retail, professional offices, and restaurants. (See SMC 19.42.020.)

Design Guidelines. The guidelines that the Design Review Commission uses in conducting
design reviews associated with the alternations to historic structures and infill development
within the Historic Overlay zone are set forth in Chapter 19.42 of the Development Code
(Historic Preservation and Infill in the Historic Zone).



Adopted Inventory of Historic Structures. As required to achieve CLG certification, the
City Council adopted a local inventory historic structures in 2006. The inventory consists
of sites and structures within the City already identified by the State as possessing historic
significance (Resolution 18-2006).

City Historian. The office of the City Historian was established by City Council resolution
in 2008. The position is filled by Council appointment and the duties of the City Historian
include the following: coordinating of the identification, maintenance and inventory of
historical records and artifacts owned by the City of Sonoma; updating the City Council on
the status, care and maintenance of historical artifacts in the City’s possession; assisting
with research by the public, City staff, and organizations engaged in historic preservation
activities; coordinating City activities which are of historical interest; making
recommendations to the City Manager and City Council regarding the preservation of
historical resources. Currently, the City is very fortunate to have George McKale as its City
Historian. Mr. McKale is a highly qualified professional with a B.A. in anthropology and
an MLA. in Cultural Resources Management. He has been extremely active in identifying
and coordinating educational opportunities such as the 100-year anniversary celebration of
the construction of City Hall and in providing expert advice to staff and the DRC with
respect to the review and processing of applications involving cultural and historic
resources.

Unreinforced Masonry Building Program. In 1990, in response to a State mandate, the City
adopted an Unreinforced Masonry Building (URM) Ordinance that established a program
requiring URM buildings to be seismically upgraded. Because of their age, historic buildings
around the Plaza are typically of URM construction and are quite vulnerable to earthquake
damage, especially those of adobe construction. Of the 56 buildings requiring improvement, 51
have been fully upgraded and four are in process.

Public Involvement. The City of Sonoma strives to ensure public awareness and involvement in
every aspect of its historic preservation programs:

A.

Formal Notice Requirements. The following types of design review applications are subject
to a 20-day public notice requirement that includes mailings to property owners within 500
feet of the site, the placement of notice posters in the vicinity, and two notices in the local
newspaper: 1) Demolition applications for buildings 50 years old or older; 2) additions or
exterior alternations to residential structures built prior to 1945 that are located within the
Historic Overlay zone; the development of a new residence within the Historic Overlay
zone. Other types of design review applications simply require placement on the Design
Review Commission meeting agenda with posting at least 72 hours prior to the meeting.

Tribal Consultation. The City has established a consultation process with local Native
American groups (the Federated Indians of Graton Rancheria) with respect to projects
having potential impacts on cultural resources.

Consultation with Local Experts. City staff notifies and consults with the Sonoma League
for Historic Preservation regarding projects that involve historic resources. Staff
encourages applicants whose proposals involve significant or potentially significant historic



resources to consult with the League for Historic Preservation to learn more about the
history of the resource and about best design practices for retaining historic integrity.

D.  Community Outreach. In the development of every significant revision to its Development
Code involving the regulation of historically significant resources, the City has invited the
participation of a broad range of community groups, including local advocacy
organizations, such as the League for Historic Preservation and the Chamber of Commerce,
members of the real estate and development community, and potentially affected property
owners. As one example, the development and adoption of expanded design review
requirements for single-family residences in the Historic Overlay zone included more than
ten hearings and study sessions before the Design Review Commission, the Planning

Commission and the City Council.

Historic Plaque Program. To promote education and awareness, a program for the placement of
local markers on historically significant buildings was established in 2004, though a partnership
with the City of Sonoma, the Sonoma Valley Chamber of Commerce and the Sonoma Valley
Rotary Club. Since its inception the program has resulted in the placement of 13 bronze plaques
highlighting historically significant buildings.

V. Resources and Stakeholders

State Office of Historic Preservation. The mission of the Office of Historic Preservation (OHP)
is as follows: “... to preserve and enhance California's irveplaceable historic heritage as a
matter of public interest so that its vital legacy of cultural, educational, recreational, aesthetic,
economic, social, and environmental benefits will be maintained and enriched for present and
Juture generations.” As part of its duties, the OHP provides a variety of technical assistance to
California City’s and Counties, including the Certified Local Government (CLG) Program. The
CLG program is designed to encourage the direct participation of a local government in the
identification, registration, and preservation of historic properties located within the jurisdiction
of the local government. A local government may become a CLG by developing and
implementing a comprehensive local historic preservation program based on federal and state

standards.

Sonoma League for Historic Preservation. The Sonoma League for Historic Preservation has
been devoted to the stewardship of Sonoma’s architectural heritage for 40 years and has guarded
the historic integrity of buildings and neighborhoods through its many programs designed to
maintain Sonoma’s distinct visual character. The goals of The League are:

* To increase awareness of the unique nature and history of the region.
* To promote interest in preserving and enhancing the historic resources of the Sonoma
Plaza and surrounding areas.

For 40 years, The Sonoma League for Historic Preservation has been active in maintaining the
look and feel of Sonoma. Activities include building restoration, docent staffing of historical
points of interest, maintenance of an historic resources library, development of a growing
collection of historical photos, protection of historic landmarks, a spring cottage and garden tour,



and an annual awards program honoring Valley properties. More than 20,000 guests participate
in League activities and events each year.

Historic Resources Inventory. Completed by the League for Historic Preservation in 1979 with
the assistance of grant funding from the National Trust for Historic Preservation, this inventory
identifies more than one hundred potentially significant structures in and around Sonoma. While
this inventory has proven invaluable in providing background information on designated and
potential historic resources, it cannot be formally adopted as a local inventory of historic
structures because not all of the information was compiled by qualified professionals.

Sonoma Valley Historic Society. In January 1937 a small group of Sonomans formed the
Sonoma Valley Historical Society to honor pioneer families and to collect, preserve and
disseminate the historical heritage of the Valley of the Moon. Exhibits were placed in the City
Hall and the Community Center. The Society, a non-profit organization, has operated
continuously ever since that time. The Society holds monthly meetings featuring speakers on
local and California history, arranges member visits to historic sites and other museums and
provides other interesting activities for members. The SVHS also encourages and assists the
appreciation of history by school children. The Society also publishes a newsletter for members
with news about activitics and stories on Sonoma's colorful past. Members have published
several books about local history. As discussed below, the major Society program is operating
the Depot Park Museum. :

Depot Museum. In 1975 the City of Sonoma acquired the old Northwestern Pacific Railroad
depot and adjacent land, to prevent the loss of the historic site. Unfortunately, a fire destroyed
the building in 1976. The Sonoma Valley Historical Society proposed a rebuilding project, and
the City granted the insurance proceeds and permission to develop the site as a museum. A major
fund-raising drive by the Society, along with a grant from the County Board of Supervisors,
raised enough funds to build a replica of the depot as a community museum and the City
developed the adjacent land as Depot Park. The Depot Park Museum was dedicated in 1978 and
opened in 1979. Since then, Society volunteers have developed and operated the museum and its
historically significant collections. In addition to displays and exhibits, the Museum has a
book/gift shop and an archival library of historical documents and maps, books on local history,
and thousands of photographs.

Owners. Within Sonoma city limits there are as many as 500 properties under private ownership
that have potential historic significance. The owners of these properties are, in effect stewards of
historic structures and resources. In order for Sonoma’s efforts to preserve this legacy, these
property owners need to be engaged in historic preservation and education efforts and involved

in any proposals to modify or extend local preservation regulations.
V1. Implementation Measures

These measures are in addition to existing policies and programs addressing historic
preservation. The timing for accomplishing these measures will be based on the allocation of
available resources by the City Council in the context of its overall consideration of budgetary

and policy priorities.



10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

Apply to the State Office of Historic Preservation for designation as a Certified Local
Government and implement the ongoing requirements associated with that designation.

Develop guidelines to be used by staff and the Design Review Commission to determine
under what circumstances professional cultural and historic resource evaluations will be
required in the review of applications involving known or potentially significant historic

IeSources.

Develop updated guidelines for use by staff and the Design Review Commission to
evaluate additions and other modifications to historic structures based on Secretary of
Interior standards.

Establish a mechanism for regularly updating the City-adopted inventory of historic
structures. Consider establishing a category and criteria for designating resources having
local historic significance.

Draft a Mills Act program for consideration bi/ the Design Review Commission and the

City Council.

Update the Development Code with respect to the responsibilities of the Design Review
Commission to fully reflect CLG requirements.

Maintain and strengthen the consultative relationship with the Federated Indians of Graton
Rancheria on matters pertaining to cultural resources.

Update the City’s GIS to better integrate SHPO data on historic and cultural resources.

Continue to pursue training and education opportunities with respect to historic
preservation for both the Design Review Commission and staff.

Establish a process for commenting on nominations to the National Register, con31stent
with the requirements of the National Historic Preservation Act.

Consider incorporating a Historic Resources Element in the next comprehensive update of
the General Plan.

Establish a new section on the City’s website, highlighting local resources and regulations
pertaining to historic preservation.

Develop and maintain a database of the owners of historic sites and structures and other
stakeholders to facilitate education and outreach with respect to historic preservation

efforts.

Work with the League for Historic Preservation, the Sonoma Valley Historical Society and
other interested experts and organizations to provide educational materials for the owners

and prospective owners of historic structures.



15. Investigate the costs and benefits of requiring design review for changes to interior
character-defining features of historically significant special purpose buildings.

Attachments
1. City Council Resolution Establishing Local Inventory of Historic Resources
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March 18, 2014
Agenda Item #2

MEMO

To: Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission
From: Associate Planner Atkins

Subject: Discussion on Policy Regarding Historic Evaluations

The following guidance is given to applicants as part of the application requirements for Design
Review applications that involve structures having an age of 50 years or older:

If the proposed project is subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA),
an evaluation may be required. It is recommended that projects involving structures built
over 50 years ago be formally evaluated to determine the following: 1) whether the
project meets CEQA'’s definition of a historical resource as defined in section 15064.5;
and, 2) will the proposed project significantly impact or affect the historical resource?
The website for searching the Consultants List is located at www.Chrisinfo.org. The
discipline that should be selected is “architectural history” or “historical architect.”

The current City of Sonoma policy is to require a historic evaluation only on the structure that is
part of the application and not on any other structures on the property or structures on adjacent
properties. Staff would like feedback from the DRHPC on the current policy to find out if it
should be changed. It is important to be consistent in the policy approach so it can be applied to
projects on an equal basis throughout the City. For example, if the DRHPC is considering the
design review of a structure, which is over 50 years old, and there are other structures on the
property, which are over 50 years old and not part of the application, does the DRHPC want a
historic evaluation on the structures that are not part of the application? In addition, if the
DRHPC is considering the design review of a structure, which is over 50 years old, and there are
structures on adjoining properties, which are over 50 years old, would the DRHPC want a
historic evaluation completed for the structures on the adjoining parcels? Note, sometimes there
is more than one property that adjoins the subject property, which could lead to multiple historic
evaluations.

In staff’s view, requiring an evaluation of potentially significant structures on the same parcel is
justifiable as in most cases the parcel represents the setting of a historic resource. However,
requiring evaluations of potentially-significant structures on adjoining properties is neither
practical nor necessary with respect to design review applications involving single-family
residences. From time-to-time, there will be commercial development proposal that will
necessitate reviews of historically-significant structures on adjoining properties, but this will be
addressed as part of the environment review process for such applications, so in staff’s view, a
new policy addressing that circumstance is unnecessary.



Attachments:
Submittal Requirements for Architectural (Design) Review Applications.

cc: Mary Martinez
P.O. Box 534
Sonoma, CA 95476
George McKale, via email

Patricia Cullinan, via email

Yvonne Bowers, via email



City of Sonoma Submittal Requirements for

Architectural (Design) Review
Applications

Planning and Community
Development

No. 1 The Plaza

Sonoma, CA 95476

Phone: (707) 938-3681 Fax: (707) 938-8775 E-mail: cityhall@sonomacity.org Web: www.sonomacity.org

Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission (DRHPC) Submittal
Information for Architectural (Design) Review Applications and Next Steps

General

e A project narrative shall be submitted with the application. The project narrative should describe

the project in a way that gives the DRHPC a visual picture of what the project will look like
when complete. If the applicant is proposing a particular color because of a reference to the
business branding, that information should be included in the project narrative.

The applicant should consider submitting options and alternatives, which help reduce the
chances of the project being continued to a future meeting.

The applicant should be prepared to make a brief presentation to the DRHPC at the meeting.
The purpose of the presentation is to summarize the information written in the project narrative
and to essentially “sell” the proposal to the DRHPC. In addition, it is helpful to indicate to the

DRHPC the reason why certain choices were made, how the proposal will be compatible with
the surrounding area, and be a benefit to the community.

Exterior Building Modifications

e Elevations (including sign drawings) should be scaled and include a human scale as shown

below.
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e Color submittals: Submit ten (10) copies each of the manufactures color samples indicating the
manufacture’s name and color name (i.e. Benjamin Moore million dollar red 2003-10) placed on
8.5 by 11 inch heavy stock paper.

e Submit ten (10) black and white or color copies on heavy stock paper of an elevation drawing or
a picture of the building indicating the exact location of all proposed colors.

e “Brush outs” (two coats) samples are encouraged on buildings around the Plaza. If “brush outs”
are not completed prior to the DRHPC meeting, the project may be continued to a future
meeting. A two to three square-foot brush out area is appropriate.

e The applicant shall bring a two to three square-foot color and material sample board to the
DRHPC meeting. The board shall include a sample of the following materials: roof, flashing,
siding, and exterior stone. The colors on the board shall be proportionate to the scale of the
colors on the building. (If an architect is involved with the project, the presentation shall be
presented in a professional manner.) The applicant shall provide a printed picture of the
approved color and material board to the Planning Department.

Projects in the Historic Overlay zone and Potential Historic Structures (structures
built over 50 years ago)

e |If the proposed project is subject to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), an
evaluation may be required. It is recommended that projects involving structures built over 50
years ago be formally evaluated to determine the following: 1) whether the project meets
CEQA’s definition of a historical resource as defined in section 15064.5; and, 2) will the
proposed project significantly impact or affect the historical resource? The website for searching
the Consultants List is located at www.Chrisinfo.org. The discipline that should be selected is
“architectural history” or “historical architect.”

e In order to approve a project in the Historic Overlay Zone, the DRHPC must make the following
findings:

a. The project will not impair the historic character of its surroundings;

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

c. The project substantially complies with the applicable guidelines set forth in Chapter
19.42 SMC, Historic Preservation and Infill in the Historic Zone; and,

d. 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.

e Projects Involving Historically Significant Resources. In addition to the basic findings set forth
above, the DRHPC must make the following additional findings for any project on which site is
located a resource that is listed or eligible for listing on the State Register of Historic Resources
or that has been designated as a local historic resource pursuant to section 19.42.020:

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

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

c. The project substantially complies with the applicable Secretary of Interior’s Standards
and Guidelines for the Treatment of Historic Properties.

G:/l_Departments/Planning & Community Development/Forms/
DesignReviewColorandmaterialSubmittalRequirementsforArchitecturalReviewApplicationsdoc.doc
Rev. 12/12/13



Next Steps

Subsequent to the review and approval by staff or the DRHPC for an application for commercial
building painting, new signs, or an awning, the following are the next steps in the process:

1. Apply for a building permit for sign or awning installation. Plan check can typically take up to
two weeks.

2. Apply for an encroachment permit if painting a building or installing signage or an awning
where work will take place over/on the public right-of-way (sidewalk). The encroachment permit
application and insurance requirements are available on the City’s website at
www.sonomacity.org. An encroachment permit will not be issued until the correct insurance
certificates and endorsements from the contractor are submitted and approved.

G:/l_Departments/Planning & Community Development/Forms/
DesignReviewColorandmaterialSubmittalRequirementsforArchitecturalReviewApplicationsdoc.doc
Rev. 12/12/13



City _of Sonorpa _ _ DRHPC Agenda
Design Review and Historic Item:
Preservation Commission Meeting Date: 03/18/14

Agenda Item Summary

Applicant Project Location
MccCall Design Group 500 West Napa Street, Suites 502-510

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)
X Over 50 years old
Year built: 1959

Request

Continued consideration of a modification to an approved sign program and external building modifications for a
commercial business (Pet Food Express) located at 500 West Napa Street, Suites 502-510.

Summary

Background: On June 19, 2012, the Design Review Commission approved a new sign program for a shopping center
(Sonoma Valley Center). On January 21, 2013, the DRHPC approved entry modifications for the Redwood Credit Bank in
the form of a window and door aluminum finish bronze in color. On February 25, 2014, the DRHPC continued the design
review of external building modifications for Pet Food Express and requested the applicant come back to the DRHPC at a
future meeting with a revised proposal (see attached email to Ken Moy).

Design Review: At this time the applicant is proposing to combine four retail suites (suite 502, 504, 508, and 51) into one
suite for a new retail business (Pet Food Express). All of the existing windows and doors will be removed and new windows
and a new sliding entrance door will be installed. The new windows will take the form of United States Aluminum Series
451 and IT451 center glaze (see attached specification sheet) and include a dark bronze aluminum finish with clear glazing.

Findings for Project Approval: In order to approve any application for site design and architectural review, the DRHPC
must make the following findings:
a. 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;
b. On balance, the project is consistent with the intent of applicable design guidelines set forth in this development code;
and
c. The project responds appropriately to the context of adjacent development, as well as existing site conditions and
environmental features.

Sign Review: At this time the applicant is requesting approval of four signs for the business. The proposed signs include the
following: 1 each (one-sided) 56 square foot illuminated wall sign; 1 each (two-sided) 4 square foot projecting sign
(arcade); and, 2 each (one-sided) 20 square foot illuminated roof signs (tenant). Illumination for the wall sign and roof signs
is proposed in the form of integrated goose-neck style LED spot lights. The fixtures will be power-coated dark bronze to
match the existing fixtures. In addition, the applicant is proposing two vertical wood siding areas for mounting of Pet Food
Express events and a community board. Detail on the size and material of the display boards has not been provided as of
the writing of the staff report.
The following signs have previously been approved by the DRC and are part of the signs included in the sign program for
the shopping center:

¢ 1 each (one-sided) 114 square foot freestanding sign (monument);

¢ 1 each (two-sided) 25 square foot freestanding sign (rear entrance) (although approved this sign has not been

displayed,;
¢ 11 each (one-sided) 20 square foot roof signs (tenant);
¢ 17 each (two-sided) 4 square foot projecting signs (arcade);



1 each (one-sided) 20 square foot wall sign (welcome sign-rear parking lot)

16 each (two-sided) 16 square foot banner signs (banner program)

1 each (one-sided) 56 square foot wall sign (Sonoma Market front);

1 each (one-sided) 20 square foot wall sign (Sonoma Market rear);

1 each pergola, which features six signs for tenants in the rear arcade of the property. Each sign would have an
area of 1.53 square feet in area (22 inches wide by 10 inches tall).

* & O o o

Aggregate Sign Area: Based on the site’s primary frontage on West Napa Street (260 feet) and secondary frontage on Fifth
Street West and West Spain Street (£272 feet), the property has an allowable aggregate sign area of 164 square feet. The
total aggregate sign area for the property would be £871.18 square feet, including the two freestanding signs (139 square
feet), 13 roof signs (260 square feet); 18 projecting signs (55 square feet), 4 wall sign (152 square feet), 16 banner signs
(256 square feet), and 6 wall signs on the pergola (9.18 square feet).

Shopping Center Signage Regulations: In addition and notwithstanding the number and sizes listed under SMC 18.16.010
and 18.16.020, one additional identification sign may be permitted for a shopping center. The total area of the additional
sign shall not exceed 60 square feet, with no single face of a double or multisided sign larger than 40 square feet. llluminated
shopping center signage shall conform to the sizes under the illuminated sign section (SMC 18.20.130), unless granted a
variance by the DRHPC.

A shopping center may develop a sign program for all tenants within the center which, after approval by the DRHPC, may
be administered by the shopping center administration. Signs not in conformance with the approved program must be
reviewed by the planning director or his or her designee or the DRC (§18.20.180):

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
O Approved U Disapproved [ Referred to: U Continued to:

Roll Call Vote: Aye Nay Abstain Absent

DRHPC Conditions or Modifications



Attachments

CC:

1.

2.
3.
4

Email to Ken Moy dated February 27, 2014
Sign drawings

Window and door specification sheets

Site plan and elevations

Michael Palmer
141 Stoney Circle # 225
Santa Rosa, CA 95401

Sonoma Valley Center LLC
P.O. Box 2745
Antioch, CA 94531-2745



Wendy Atkins

From: Wendy Atkins

Sent: Thursday, February 27, 2014 2:35 PM

To: ken@meccalldesign.com (ken@mccalldesign.com)
Subject: FW: Petfood Express Design Review Notes

Hi Ken,

I thought I'd send you an email with my notes from the meeting last night. I've also copied Ken who is working on the
sign proposal. You both should coordinate on the revised proposal as the DRHPC requested to see both the design
changes and sign review in the same renderings. We can get you on the March 18"™ meeting but | will need a complete
revised proposal no later than March 7. | will be out of the office from March 4™ through March 7. If you are unable
to meet the March 7" deadline then March 18" is the deadline for the April 15" DRHPC meeting.

The following is a list of comments from the DRHPC Meeting on February 25, 2014:

Take a look at how Staples and Whole Foods were designed in Sonoma. Both of these stores went into existing
buildings.

The DRHPC wants to review the revised proposal with at the same time as the sign review application.

Provide a color rendering of storefront facade changes. You may want to consider a Photomontage. You really
want to give the DRHPC a clear picture of what the finished storefront will look like. Include both the fagade
changes and signs in the color rendering. You may want to bring a large sized display to the meeting.

Consider revising the sliding door element to a swinging door. A sliding door element is probably not necessary
in Sonoma and would not be consistent with preserving the existing character.

6,119 square feet of retail space is large for Sonoma. Expansiveness of window wall is difficult. Modify the
window wall to incorporate wood, bricks, adobe slump bricks, painted concrete panels, and single opening doors
in the design that lend itself to a smaller scale village-style shopping experience. Soften the storefront and break
it up so it’s no one big sheet of open glass and attempt to mimic the other retail spaces in the shopping center.
Don’t want it to appear as one large use. .

Include the tenant improvement plan in the revised submittal. The tenant improvement plan should outline the
layout of the different retail signs, sales racks, and layout of registers. The DRHPC wants to make sure that
shelves will not be placed inside the store (in front of the window) that block or obscure the visibility into the
store. The DRHPC does not want to see backs of displays in the windows.

All signs including window signs must be reviewed with the sign permit application.

Consider including a community board that displays community information (similar to the one at Whole Foods
in Sonoma).

Don’t strip the facade of its original characteristics, integrity, and sense of charm.

Don’t want to see a large Petfood Express roof sign.

Show garbage cans and landscaping in revised renderings.

Celebrate the uniqueness of the small town village-style shopping center.

Indicated the type of glass proposed. Don’t want to see reflective or blackened glass.

Keep the window similar as they are now.

Maintain village character and break expansiveness up.

Wendy Atkins
Associate Planner
City of Sonoma

No. I The Plaza
Sonoma, CA 95476


















Access Technologies SLIDING AUTOMATIC ENTRANCES
Dura-Glide 2000/3000 All Glass SECTION 08 42 29.23 [08460]

SECTION 08 42 29.23 [08460]
SLIDING AUTOMATIC ENTRANCES

Specifier Note: This specification document shall serve as a guide specification for typical
projects where the Stanley Access Technologies Dura-Glide 2000/3000 All Glass Series sliding
automatic entrance will be the basis of design. Specification must be reviewed for applicability
on a per project basis. Specification is not appropriate for projects where a wind force and/or
impact rating are required. The specifier is directed to select appropriate options included
herein. Consult with the Stanley Security Solutions SpecCentre, or the local Access
Technologies Territory Manager, when options, not specified, are required. See last page of this
document for a summary of unspecified options,

PART 1 - GENERAL
1.1 RELATED DOCUMENTS

A. Drawings and general provisions of the Contract, including General and Supplementary
Conditions and Division 1 Specification Sections, apply io this Section.

1.2 SUMMARY
A. This Section includes the foliowing types of automatic entrances:
1. Exterior and interior, single slide and bi-parting, sliding automatic entrances.
2. Sliding and fixed panels shall be all glass with top and bottom rail.
B. Related Sections:
1. Division 7 Sections for caulking to the extent not specified in this section.
2. Division 8 Section "Aluminum-Framed Entrances and Storefronts” for entrances furnished
and instalied separately in Division 8 Section.
3. Division 8 Section "Door Hardware" for hardware to the extent not specified in this
Section.
4. Division 26 Sections for electrical connections provided separately in Division 26

including conduit and wiring for power to sliding automatic entrances.
1.3 REFERENCES

A. General: Standards listed by reference, including revisions by issuing authority, form a part of
this specification section to extent indicated. Standards listed are identified by issuing authority,
authority abbreviation, designation number, title or other designation established by issuing
authority. Standards subsequently referenced herein are referred to by issuing authority
abbreviation and standard designation.

B. Underwriters Laboratories (UL):
1. UL 325 — Standard for Door, Drapery, Gate, Louver, and Window Operators and
Systems.

C. American National Standards Institute (ANSI) / Builders’ Hardware Manufacturers Association
(BHMA):
1. ANSI/BHMA A156.10: Standard for Power Operated Pedestrian Doors.
2. ANSI/BHMA A156.5: Standard for Auxiliary Locks and Associated Products
3. ANSI Z97.1: Standard for Safety Glazing Materials Used In Buildings - Safety Performance
Specifications And Methods Of Test.

D. Consumer Product Safety Commission (CPSC): E E
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Access Technologies SLIDING AUTOMATIC ENTRANCES
Dura-Glide 2000/3000 All Glass SECTION 08 42 29.23 [08460]

1. CPSC 16 CFR 1201: Safety Standard for Architectural Glazing Materials

E. American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM):
1. ASTM B221 - Standard Specification for Aluminum and Aluminum-Alloy Extruded Bars,
Rods, Wire, Profiles, and Tubes.
2. ASTM B209 - Standard Specification for Aluminum and Aluminum-Alloy Sheet and Plate

F. American Association of Automatic Door Manufacturers (AAADM):
G. National Fire Protection Association (NFPA):

1. NFPA 101 - Life Safety Code.

2. NFPA 70 — National Electric Code.

H. International Code Council (ICC):
1. IBC: International Building Code

1. Building Officials and Code Administrators International (BOCA), 1999:

J. International Organization for Standardization (ISO):
1. 1SO 3001 - Quality Management Systems

K. National Association of Architectural Metal Manufacturers (NAAMM):
1. Metal Finishes Manual for Architectural and Metal Products.

Specifier Note: Modify paragraph below to suit project requirements.
e Select appropriate standard finish from options below.
¢ Make multiple selections as required; schedule accordingly.
* See last page of this document for a summary of unspecified finish options.
o Coordinate with other sections.

L. American Architectural Manufacturers Association (AAMA):
1. [AAMA 606.1 — Integral Color Anodic Finishes for Architectural Aluminum.]
2. [AAMA 607.1 - Clear Anodic Finishes for Architectural Aluminum.]
3. AAMA 611 Voluntary Specification for Anodized Architectural Aluminum.
4, AAMA 701 Voluntary Specification for Pile Weatherstripping and Replaceable
Fenestration Weatherseals.

1.4 DEFINITIONS

A. Activation Device: Device that, when actuated, sends an electrical signal to the door operator to
open the door.

B. Safety Device: Device that prevents a door from opening or closing, as appropriate.
1.5 PERFORMANCE REQUIREMENTS
A. General: Provide automatic entrance door assemblies capable of withstanding loads and
thermal movements based on testing manufacturer's standard units in assemblies similar to
those indicated for this Project.
B. Thermal Movements: Provide automnatic entrances that allow for thermal movements resulting

from the following maximum change (range) in ambient and surface temperatures by preventing
buckling, opening of joints, overstressing of components, failure of joint sealants, failure of
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STANLEY

Access Technologies SLIDING AUTOMATIC ENTRANCES
Dura-Glide 2000/3000 All Glass SECTION 08 42 29.23 [08460]

connections, and other detrimental effects. Base engineering calculation on surface

temperatures of materials due to both solar heat gain and nighttime-sky heat loss.

1. Temperature Change (Range): 120 deg F (67 deg C), ambient; 180 deg F (100 deg C),
material surfaces.

C. Operating Range: Minus 30 deg F (Minus 34 deg C) to 130 deg F (54 deg C).

D. Opening-Force Requirements for Egress Doors: Not more than 50 Ibf (222 N) required to
manually set door in motion if power fails, and not more than 15 Ibf (67 N) required to open door
to minimum required width.

E. Closing-Force Requirements: Not more than 30 Ibf (133 N) required to prevent door from
closing.

1.6 SUBMITTALS

A General: Submit the following in accordance with Conditions of the Contract and Division 1
Specification Sections.

B. Shop Drawings: Include plans, elevations, sections, details, hardware mounting heights, and
attachments to other work.

C. Color Samples for selection of factory-applied color finishes.

D. Closeout Submittals:
1. Owner's Manual.
2. Warranties.

1.7 QUALITY ASSURANCE

A. Installer Qualifications: Manufacturer's authorized representative, with certificate issued by
AAADM, who is trained for installation and maintenance of units required for this Project.

B. Manufacturer Qualifications: A qualified manufacturer with a manufacturing facility certified
under SO 9001.

C. Manufacturer shall have in place a national service dispatch center providing 24 hours a day, 7
days a week, emergency call back service.

D. Certifications: Automatic sliding door systems shall be certified by the manufacturer to meet
performance design criteria in accordance with the following standards:

ANSI/BHMA A156.10.

NFPA 101.

UL 325 listed.

IBC 2009

BOCA

W=

E. Source Limitations: Obtain automatic entrance door assembilies through one source from a
single manufacturer.

F. Product Options: Drawings indicate sizes, profiles, and dimensional requirements of automatic

entrance door assemblies and are based on the specific system indicated. Refer to Division 1
Section "Product Requirements.”
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Access Technologies SLIDING AUTOMATIC ENTRANCES
Dura-Glide 2000/3000 All Glass SECTION 08 42 29.23 [08460]

G. Electrical Components, Devices, and Accessories: Listed and labeled as defined in NFPA 70,
Article 100, by a testing agency acceptable to authorities having jurisdiction, and marked for
intended use.

H. Emergency-Exit Door Requirements: Comply with requirements of authorities having
jurisdiction for automatic entrances serving as a required means of egress.

1.8 PROJECT CONDITIONS
A Field Measurements: General Contractor shall verify openings to receive automatic entrance
door assemblies by field measurements before fabrication and indicate measurements on Shop

Drawings.

B. Mounting Surfaces: General Contractor shall verify all surfaces to be plumb, straight and
secure; substrates to be of proper dimension and material.

C. Other trades: General Contractor shall advise of any inadequate conditions or equipment.

1.9 COORDINATION

A. Templates: Check Shop Drawings of other work to confirm that adequate provisions are made
for locating and installing automatic entrances to comply with indicated requirements.

B. Electrical System Roughing-in: Coordinate layout and installation of automatic entrance door
assemblies with connections to power supplies.

1.10 WARRANTY

A. Automatic Entrances shall be free of defects in material and workmanship for a period of one (1)
year from the date of substantial completion.

B. During the warranty period the Owner shall engage a factory-trained technician to perform
service and affect repairs. A safety inspection shall be performed after each adjustment or
repair and a completed inspection form shall be submitted to the Owner.

C. During the warranty period all warranty work, including but not limited to emergency service,
shall be performed during normal working hours.

PART 2 - PRODUCTS

2.1 AUTOMATIC ENTRANCES

Specifier Note: Modify paragraph below to suit project requirements.
o Select 2000 Series for fixed sidelight entrances.
o Select 3000 Series for full breakout entrances

A. Manufacturer: Stanley Access Technologies; Dura-Glide™ [2000] [3000] All Glass Series
sliding automatic entrances.

2.2 MATERIALS
A. Aluminum: Alloy and temper recommended by manufacturer for type of use and finish

indicated.
1. Headers, stiles, rails, and frames: 6063-T6.
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Access Technologies SLIDING AUTOMATIC ENTRANCES
Dura-Glide 2000/3000 All Giass SECTION 08 42 28.23 [08460]

2. Extruded Bars, Rods, Profiles, and Tubes: ASTM B 221.
3. Sheet and Plate: ASTM B 209.

B. Sealants and Joint Fillers: Performed under Division 7 Section "Joint Sealants”.
23 AUTOMATIC ENTRANCE DOOR ASSEMBLIES
A General: Provide manufacturer's standard automatic entrance door assemblies including doors,

sidelights, framing, headers, carrier assembilies, roller tracks, door operators, activation and
safety devices, and accessories required for a complete installation.

Specifier Note: Modify paragraph below to suit project requirements.
o Select “sliding leaf only” for fixed sidelight applications; Series 2000.

¢ Select “sliding leaves and sidelights” for full breakout applications; Series 3000.
Coordinate with selections above.

B. Sliding Automatic Entrances:
1. Single Slide Entrances:
a. Configuration: One sliding leaf and one full sidelight.
b. Traffic Pattern: Two-way.
C. Emergency Breakaway Capability: [Sliding leaf only] [Sliding leaf and

sidelight].

d. Mounting: Between jambs.

2. Bi-Parting Entrances:

a. Configuration: Two sliding leaves and two full sidelights.

b. Traffic Pattern: Two-way.

C. Emergency Breakaway Capability: [Sliding leaves only] [Sliding leaves and
sidelights].

d. Mounting: Between jambs.

24 COMPONENTS

Specifier Note: Modify paragraph below to suit project requirements.
s Select frame size; 4 2 inch depth is standard.

A. Framing Members: Manufacturer's standard extruded aluminum reinforced as required to
support imposed loads.
Nominal Size: [1 3/4 inch by 4 1/2 inch (45 by 115 mm)] [1 3/4 inch by 6 inch (45 by
152 mm)].
2. Concealed Fastening: Framing shall incorporate a concealed fastening pocket, and
continuous flush insert cover, extending full length of each framing member.

Specifier Note: Modify paragraph below to suit project requirements.
o Select “Bottom Rail Design”; 4 inch for Series 2000 entrances.
o Select “Bottom Rail Design”; 6 1/8 inch for Series 3000 entrances.

B. Glass Panels and Rails: Manufacturer's standard 1 % inch (45 mm) thick extruded-aluminum
tubular rail members. Rail members to be specifically designed by automatic entrance
manufacturer for use with glass panel automatic entrance systems. Fasten rails to glass panels
by mechanical clamp; adhesive systems not acceptable.

1. Top Rail: 6 1/8 inch (156 mm) nominal height.
2, Bottom Rail: [4 inch (102 mm)] [6 1/8 inch (156 mm)] nominal height.
3. Glazing: Provide glazing for sliding automatic entrances as follows:
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Access Technologies SLIDING AUTOMATIC ENTRANCES
Dura-Glide 2000/3000 All Glass SECTION 08 42 29.23 [08460]

a. Provide safety glass complying with ANSI 297.1 and CPSC 16 CFR 1201 for
Category I materials.

b. Safety Glass: 1/2 inch (12 mm) clear, fully tempered, with polished edges, in all
panels.

C. Headers: Fabricated from extruded aluminum and extending full width of automatic entrance
door units to conceal door operators, carrier assemblies, and roller tracks. Provide hinged or
removable access panels for service and adjustment of door operators and controls. Secure
panels to prevent unauthorized access.

1. Mounting: Concealed, with one side of header flush with framing.
2. Capacity: Capable of supporting up to 220 ib (100 kg) per panel, up to four panels, over
spans up to 14 feet (4.3 m) without intermediate supports.

D. Carrier Assemblies and Overhead Roller Tracks: Manufacturer's standard carrier assembly that
allows vertical adjustment of at least 1/8 inch (3 mm); consisting of urethane with precision steel
lubricated ball-bearing wheels, operating on a continuous roller track. Support panels from
carrier assembly by load wheels and anti-riser wheels with factory adjusted cantilever and pivot
assembly. Minimum two ball-bearing load wheels and two anti-rise rollers for each active leaf.
Minimum load wheel diameter shall be 2 1/2 inch (64 mm); minimum anti-rise roller diameter
shall be 2 inch (51 mm).

Specifier Note: Modify paragraph below to suit project requirements.
e Select appropriate thresholds for applications.
s Make multiple selections as required; schedule accordingly.
o  “No threshold” option for 2000 Series only.

E. Thresholds: Manufacturer's standard thresholds as indicated below:

[Continuous standard tapered extrusion square by bevel, with bevel to exterior.]
[Continuous standard tapered extrusion square by bevel, with bevel to interior.]
[Continuous standard tapered extrusion double bevel.]

[Continuous standard square extrusion, for recessed installation.]

[Standard square extrusion track under sidelights, for recessed installation; no

threshold under sliding opening.]

GhON -

6. [Standard tapered extrusion, double bevel, under sidelights; no threshold under
sliding opening.]
. [No threshold.]
8. Continuous standard tapered extrusion double bevel.
9. All thresholds to conform to details and requirements for code compliance.
F. Fasteners and Accessories: Manufacturer's standard corrosion-resistant, non-staining, non-

bleeding fasteners and accessories compatible with adjacent materials.

G. Signage: Provide signage in accordance with ANSI/BHMA A156.10.

2.5 DOOR OPERATORS

A. General: Provide door operators of size recommended by manufacturer for door size, weight,
and movement; for condition of exposure; and for long-term, operation under normal traffic joad
for type of occupancy indicated.

B. Electromechanical Operators: Self-contained overhead unit powered by a minimum of 1/4
horsepower, permanent-magnet DC motor with gear reduction drive, microprocessor controller;

and encoder.
1. Operation: Power opening and power closing.
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Access Technologies SLIDING AUTOMATIC ENTRANCES
Dura-Glide 2000/3000 All Glass SECTION 08 42 29.23 [08460)
2. Features:

a. Adjustable opening and closing speeds.

b. Adjustable back-check and latching.

C. Adjustable braking.

d. Adjustable hold-open time between 0 and 30 seconds.

e. Obstruction recycle.

f. On/Off switch to control electric power to operator.

g. Energy conservation switch that reduces door-opening width.

h. Closed loop speed control with active braking and acceleration.

i. Variable obstruction recycle time delay.

i Self adjusting stop position.

k. Self adjusting closing compression force.

2.6

I Optional Switch to open/Switch to close operation.
3. Mounting: Concealed.
4. Drive System: Synchronous belt type.

Electrical service to door operators shall be provided under Division 16 Electrical. Minimum
service to be 120 VAC, 5 amps.

ELECTRICAL CONTROLS

Electrical Control System: Electrical control system shall include a microprocessor controller
and position encoder. The encoder shall monitor revolutions of the operator shaft and send
signals to microprocessor controller to define door position and speed. Systems utilizing
external magnets and magnetic switches are not acceptable.

Life Cycle Data Counter: The electrical control system shall incorporate a non-re-settable
counter to track door operation cycles.

Controlier Protection: The microprocessor controlier shall incorporate the following features to
ensure trouble free operation:

Automatic Reset Upon Power Up.

Main Fuse Protection.

Electronic Surge Protection.

Internal Power Supply Protection.

Resetable sensor supply fuse protection.

Motor Protection, over-current protection.

OO R W=

Soft Start/Stop: A “soft-start” “soft-stop” motor driving circuit shall be provided for smooth normal
opening and recycling.

Obstruction Recycle: Provide system to recycle the sliding panels when an obstruction is
encountered during the closing cycle. If an obstruction is detected, the system shall search for
that object on the next closing cycle by reducing door closing speed prior to the previously
encountered obstruction location, and will continue to close in check speed until doors are fully
closed, at which time the doors will reset to normal speed. If obstruction is encountered again,
the door will come to a full stop. The doors shall remain stopped until obstruction is removed
and operate signal is given, resetting the door to normal operation.

Programmable Controller: Microprocessor controller shall be programmable and shall be
designed for connection to a local configuration tool. Local configuration tool shall be a software
driven handheld interface. The following parameters may be adjusted via the configuration tool.
1. Operating speeds and forces as required to meet ANSI/BHMA A156.10.

2. Adjustable and variable features as specified in 2.5, B, 2.
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Access Technologies SLIDING AUTOMATIC ENTRANCES
Dura-Glide 2000/3000 All Glass SECTION 08 42 29.23 [08460]

Reduced opening position.

Fail Safe/Secure control.

Firmware update.

Trouble Shooting

a. [/O Status.

b. Electrical component monitoring including parameter summary.

7. Software for local configuration tool shall be available as a free downlioad from the sliding
automatic entrance manufacturer’s internet site. Software shall be compatible with the
following operating system platforms: Paim®, Android®, and Windows Mobile®.

>0~ w

2.7 ACTIVATION AND SAFETY DEVICES

A. Motion Sensors: Motion sensors shall be mounied on each side of door header to detect
pedestrians in the activating zone, and to provide a signal to open doors in accordance with
ANSI/BHMA A156.10. Units shall be programmable for bi-directional or uni-directional operation
and shall incorporate K-band microwave frequency to detect all motion in both directions.

B. Presence Sensors: Presence sensors shall be provided to sense people or objects in the
threshold safety zone in accordance with ANSI/BHMA A156.10. Units shall be self-contained,
fully adjustable, and shall function accordingly with motion sensors provided. The sensor shalil
be enabled simultaneously with the door-opening signal and shall emit an elliptical shaped
infrared presence zone, centered on the doorway threshold line. Presence sensors shall be
capable of selectively retuning to adjust for objects which may enter the safety zone; tuning out,
or disregarding, the presence of small nuisance objects and not tuning out large objects
regardless of the time the object is present in the safety zone. The door shali close only after all
sensors detect a ciear surveillance field.

C. Photoelectric Beams: In addition {o the threshold sensor include a minimum of two (2) doorway
holding beams. Photoelectric beams shall be pulsed infrared type, including sender receiver
assemblies for recessed mounting.

2.8 HARDWARE

A. General: Provide units in sizes and types recommended by automatic entrance door and
hardware manufacturers for entrances and uses indicated.

B. Emergency Breakaway Feature: Provide release hardware that allows panel(s) to swing out in
direction of egress to full 90 degrees from any position in sliding mode. Maximum force to open
panel shall be 50 Ibf (222 N) according to ANSI/BHMA A156.10. Interrupt powered operation of
panel operator while in breakaway mode.

1. Emergency breakaway feature shall include at least one adjustable detent device
mounted in the top of each breakaway panel to control panel breakaway force.

[?pecifier Note: Retain paragraph 3 when bi-parting entrances are specified.

C. Deadlocks: Manufacturer's standard deadbolt operated by exterior cylinder and interior thumb
turn; with minimum 1 inch (25 mm) long throw bolt; ANSI/BHMA A156.5, Grade 1.
1. Cylinders: Provide lock cylinders by BEST Access Systems, with core and key.

2. Locking: Provide independent locks incorporated into the bottom rails of the sliding panel
that, when engaged, automaticaily extend flush bolts into the threshold.
3. Provide two locks for bi-parting entrances.
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Access Technologies SLIDING AUTOMATIC ENTRANCES
Dura-Glide 2000/3000 All Glass SECTION 08 42 29.23 {08460]
D. Control Switch: Provide manufacturer's standard header mounted rocker switches and door

2.9

2.10

position switch to allow for full control of the automatic entrance door. Controls to include, but
are not limited to:

1. One-way traffic

2. Reduced Opening

3. Open/Closed/Automatic

Power Switch: Sliding automatic entrances shall be equipped with a two position On/Off rocker
switch to control power to the door.

Sliding Weather Stripping: Manufacturer's standard replaceable components complying with
AAMA 701; made of flexible PVC.

Weather Sweeps: Manufacturer's standard adjustable nylon brush sweep mounted to
underside of panel bottom.

FABRICATION

General: Factory fabricates automatic entrance door assembly components to designs, sizes,
and thickness indicated and to comply with indicated standards.

1. Form aluminum shapes before finishing.
2. Use concealed fasteners o greatest extent possible.
a. Where fasteners are subiject to loosening or turning out from thermal and structural
movements, wind loads, or vibration, use self-locking devices.
b. Reinforce members as required to receive fastener threads.

Framing: Provide automatic entrances as prefabricated assemblies.

1. Fabricate tubular and channel frame assemblies with manufacturer's standard
mechanical or welded joints. Provide sub-frames and reinforcement as required for a
complete system to support required loads.

2. Perform fabrication operations in manner that prevents damage to exposed finish
surfaces.

3. Form profiles that are sharp, straight, and free of defects or deformations.

4. Prepare components to receive concealed fasteners and anchor and connection devices.

5. Fabricate components with accurately fitted joints with ends coped or mitered to produce

hairline joints free of burrs and distortion.

Doors: Factory fabricated and assembiled in profiles indicated. Reinforce as required to support
imposed loads and for installing hardware.

Door Operators: Factory fabricated and installed in headers, including adjusting and testing.

Glazing: Fabricate framing with minimum glazing edge clearances for thickness and type of
glazing indicated.

Hardware: Factory install hardware to the greatest extent possible; remove only as required for
final finishing operation and for delivery to and installation at Project site.

ALUMINUM FINISHES
General: Comply with NAAMM Metal Finishes Manual for Architectural and Metal Products for

recommendations for applying and designing finishes. Finish designations prefixed by AA
comply with system established by Aluminum Association for designing finishes.
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Access Technologies SLIDING AUTOMATIC ENTRANCES
Dura-Glide 2000/3000 All Glass SECTION 08 42 29.23 {08460]

Specifier Note: Modify paragraph below to suit project requirements.

Select appropriate standard finish from options below.
Make multiple selections as required; schedule accordingly.
See last page of this document for a summary of unspecified finish options.

B.

C.

[Class I, Clear Anodic Finish: AA-M12C22A31 Mechanical Finish: as fabricated;

Chemical Finish: etched, medium matte; Anodic Coating: Architectural Class Ii, clear

coating 0.40 mils minimum complying with AAMA 611-98, and the following:

1. AAMA 607.1

2, Applicator must be fully compliant with all applicable environmental regulations
and permits, including wastewater and heavy metal discharge.]

[Class 1, Color Anodic Finish: AA-M12C22A42/A44 Mechanical Finish: as fabricated;
Chemical Finish: etched, medium matte; Anodic Coating: Architectural Class |, integrally
colored or electrolytically deposited color coating 0.70 mils minimum complying with
AAMA 611-98, and the following:

1. Color: Dark Bronze.
2. AAMA 606.1
3. Applicator must be fully compliant with all applicable environmental regulations

and permits, including wastewater and heavy metal discharge.]

PART 3 - EXECUTION

3.1

3.2

3.3

A

A

A

INSPECTION

Examine conditions for compliance with requirements for installation tolerances, header
support, and other conditions affecting performance of automatic entrances. Proceed with
installation only after unsatisfactory conditions have been corrected.

INSTALLATION

General: Do not install damaged components. Fit frame joints to produce joints free of burrs
and distortion. Rigidly secure non-movement joints.

Entrances: Install automatic entrances plumb and true in alignment with established lines and

grades without warp or rack of framing members and doors. Anchor securely in place.

1. Install surface-mounted hardware using concealed fasteners to greatest extent possible.

2. Set headers, carrier assemblies, tracks, operating brackets, and guides level and true to
location with anchorage for permanent support.

Door Operators: Connect door operators to electrical power distribution system as specified in
Division 16 Sections.

Glazing: Performed under Division 8 Section "Glazing” in accordance with sliding automatic
entrance manufacturer’s instructions.

Sealants: Comply with requirements specified in Division7 Section "Joint Sealants” to provide
weather tight installation.

FIELD QUALITY CONTROL

Testing Services: Factory Trained Installer shall test and inspect each automatic entrance door
to determine compliance of installed systems with applicable ANSI standards.
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Access Technologies SLIDING AUTOMATIC ENTRANCES
Dura-Glide 2000/3000 All Glass SECTION 08 42 29.23 [08460]
3.4 ADJUSTING

A. Adijust door operators, controls, and hardware for smocth and safe operation, for tight closure,
and complying with requirements in ANSI/BHMA A156.10.

3.5 CLEANING AND PROTECTION

A Clean glass and aluminum surfaces promptly after installation. Remove excess glazing and
sealant compounds, dirt, and other substances. Repair damaged finish to match original finish.
Comply with requirements in Division 8 Section “Glazing”, for cleaning and maintaining glass.

END OF SECTION 08 42 29.23 {08460]
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STANLEY
Access Technologies SLIDING AUTOMATIC ENTRANCES
Dura-Glide 2000/3000 All Glass SECTION 08 42 29.23 [08460]

Available options not specified in this document are summarized as follows:
1. Integral transoms, with optional number and placement of verticals.
2. Finish options (Standard Options Specified):
a. Color anodizing options; “Champagne” to “Black”
b. Multi-coat Fluoropolymer painted finishes.
c. Cladding.
3. Locking options (Standard Options Specified):
a. Electric Solenoid Lock (Fail Safe/Fail Secure)
Activation and safety options.
Control switch options including rotary and keyed rotary control switch.
Alarm Contacts option, allows for remote monitoring of panel status.
Emergency Power Options.
a. Uninterruptible Power Supply (UPS); extended operation.
b. Fly Open Box; One time operation.

No ok

Contact SpecCentre services or your local Stanley Access
Technologies representative for more information on specifying the
right sliding automatic entrance for your project.

STANLEY

Speé

Centre
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Dura-Glide™ 2000 & 3000 Series Doors:

* Microprocessor controller continually monitors door position,

« Advanced motlon sensars, Stan: ’Guard“’ threshold sensor and doorway holdmg

beam or Stan‘ V:smnw vxdeo sensor prov:de complete protectlon,at all times.

° Weather,Wxse"‘ swutch re»duces opening widths on, a‘rger door systems to save

energy in COId or hot weather.
* Power-operated automatic sliding doors*ma"ybéﬁ{jsed-tas"émergency egress

doors because they “break-out” in the direction of egress.

. The Dura-Glide 2000 and 3000 Series meets the demands for use in
Airports, Hotels , Hospitals, Supermarkets, Retail, Office Buildings, Public Buildings,
Schools, Universities and more!

AIRPORTS & HOTELS HEALTHCARE SUPERMARKETS

ESITTERZ stanley Access Technologies 1.800.7.ACCESS (1.800.722.2377)

OPTIONAL FEATURES

« Class 1 and 10 Clean Room rating for clean rooms
and computer centars.
« Wind Resistant Damper improves safety and

reduces repair costs by

withstanding wind gusts
up to twice that of a

A standard door package.
Transom Packages.

¢ All-Glass Doars and
Sidelights provide added elegance and beauty for
upscale architecture.

RECESSED PANIC HARDWARE

Optimum security & easy access in emergency situa-

tions. Flush mounted panic hardware extends a minimum
of half the door width. Non-handed, single size push
bar accommodates door panel widths from 16" to 54"
and integrates into a 4 1/4” muntin bar.

UNINTERRUPTED
POWER SUPPLY (UPS)

Backup power supply provides an unmatched level of
emergency egress in retail, healthcare & commercial
environments. Allows easy access for pedestrians in
emergency situations and reduces potential door pack-
age damage. Continued operation of automatic doors
for up to 1.5 hours in the event of power outages or main
power failure.

OFFICE & PUBLIC BUILDINGS

RETAIL

STANLEY SU-100 MOTION SENSORS

Stanley offers the SU-100 as a standard activation
system. The uni-directional function only detects
approaching traffic to reduce the length of time the door
stays open, providing

savings on loss of heat and
air conditioning.

SAFETY SYSTEM

The Stan-Guard® threshold
sensor and a doorway hold-
ing beam. The Stan-Guard®
and doorway holding beam detect people or objects in
the door area and holds the doors open until the thresh-

old area is clear.

STAN-VISION™ pigITAL SURVEILLANCE
CAMERA THAT AUTOMATES DOORS {option)

= Safety & motion detection in one sensor.
s Continues to detect motion when door is
inactive.

« Computer configurable sensor zones.
» Redundant safety zone coverage.

« Built-in diagnostics.

< Ignores parrallel traffic.

« |P64 waterproof rating.

» Self-adjusts to environmental changes.
» Fail safe operation if camera is
obstructed.

¢ Operates in temperatures ranging from -
30°t0 130°F

« Continuous safety coverage even while door is in motion.

SCHOOLS & UNIVERSITIES

{SIUTES2  Stanley Access Technologies 1:800.7.ACCESS (1-800-722.2377)
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City of Sonoma DRHPC Agenda Item: 4
Design Review and Historic

Preservation Commission
Agenda Item Summary

Meeting Date: 02/18/14

Applicant Project Location
Victor Conforti, Architect 830 Broadway

Historical Significance

[] Listed on National Register of Historic Places, including Sonoma Plaza district (Significant)

[] Listed on California Register of Historic Resources (Significant)*

X Listed within Local Historic Resources Survey (Potentially Significant)

X] Over 50 years old (Potentially Significant)

Year built: 1936

*Note: A subsequent analysis performed by a qualified consultant found that the Caltrans study that initially identified this
building as significant was in error because the building was actually constructed outside of the period of significance used
on the Caltrans study. It should also be noted that no changes are currently proposed to the existing building in conjunction
with this project.

Request

Continued discussion of an application for design review for three residential units on a mixed-use property.

Background

On January 9, 2014, the Planning Commission considered and approved a Use Permit to construct three residential units on

the property. The following are conditions of approval related to the DRHPC review:

e The project shall be subject to architectural review by the DRHPC, encompassing elevation details, exterior colors and
materials, any rehabilitation activities proposed for the existing residence, and site details, including bicycle parking.

e Solid wood fencing with a minimum height of 6 feet shall be installed along the north and south property lines, except
within the required front yard setback and creek setback areas in compliance with Development Code §19.40.100
(Screening and Buffering) and 819.46 (Fences, Hedges, and Walls). The fencing shall be subject to the review and
approval of the DRHPC as part of the landscape plan, and shall be required along the specific project boundaries noted
above except where the DRHPC determines existing fencing is adequate or may be repaired.

e A landscape plan shall be prepared by a licensed landscape architect. The plan shall be subject to the review and
approval of the DRHPC. The plan shall address site landscaping (including replacement tree plantings), hardscape
improvements, and fencing. Street trees proposed along the Broadway frontage shall be consistent with the City’s Tree
Planting Program, including the District Tree List. Landscaping within the creek setback zone shall focus on native
riparian plantings, and the removal of exotic/non-native species within the creek setback zone and shall be considered
subject to the appropriate permitting. The landscape plan shall comply with City of Sonoma’s Water Efficient
Landscaping Ordinance (Municipal Code §14.32) and Development Code Sections 19.40.100 (Screening and Buffering),
19.46 (Fences, Hedges, and Walls), 19.40.070 (Open Space for Multi-Family Residential Projects), 19.48.090
(Landscaping of parking Facilities), and 19.40.060 (Landscape Standards).

e Onsite lighting shall be addressed through a lighting plan, subject to the review and approval of the DRHPC. All
proposed exterior lighting for the buildings and/or site shall be indicated on the lighting plan and specifications for light
fixtures shall be included. The lighting shall conform to the standards and guidelines contained under Section 19.40.030
of the Development Code (Exterior Lighting). No light or glare shall be directed toward, or allowed to spill onto any
offsite areas. All exterior light fixtures shall be shielded to avoid glare onto neighboring properties, and shall be the
minimum necessary for site safety and security. Light standards shall not exceed a maximum of 15 feet.

Project Summary and Modifications Based on DRHPC Direction

The architect is proposing to construct three additional residential units on the property. The new units will take the form of a
duplex (townhouse units) toward the east side of the property adjacent to the creek setback area plus a unit over a carport in
the middle of the site. The existing residence located on the Broadway frontage will remain (the existing accessory structure
will be removed). The DRHPC first reviewed this application at its meeting of February 18, 2014. After hearing public
testimony and discussing the item, the Commission voted to continue the item with suggestions from individual
Commissioners to the applicant as follows:



e Comm. McDonald requested that the unit over the carport be redesigned to be more compatible with the existing
and surrounding structures that were designed with high standards. The long vertical area of the unit above the
carport should be broken up because it is highly visible from the north and south properties. He prefers a wood
railing system—not metal. The sliding window rhythm is out of place and he would like to see two double hung
windows instead. He requested that the applicant return with samples of the siding and a cut of the vinyl window. It
is his preference not to see vinyl windows employed with the project. He would like to see the fascia over the
carport broken up and he asked that open space areas be noted on the landscape plan. Include design of the trash
enclosure area on site plan and elevations. He would like to see cantilevered decks on the back of the carport
structure.

e Comm. Tippell requested that the applicant choose a deeper body color for Units 1 and 2. She suggested eliminating
the body band and the trim color. She requested wood railings on the unit over the carport and would prefer to see
the stucco removed and have the buildings employ siding instead.

e Comm. Barnett would like to see the architecture of the building consistent with the historic area, including the use
of high-quality materials. He does not like stucco and would like to see all the buildings designed with siding.

Building Elevations & Exterior Materials: The design of the new residential units is intended to be compatible with the
existing residence on the site. Proposed exterior materials have been revised to call for horizontal siding throughout. The use
of stucco siding on the lower floor elements has been eliminated. In addition, the building design includes hip roof forms in
order to reduce the building height at the exterior wall lines and a central gable has been added to the unit 3. A composite is
now proposed for the railing system (detail is attached). The window designs have been modified per the Commission’s
direction. Although the windows would be trimmed with wood, they would still include vinyl elements.

A revised color proposal has been developed for Units 1 and 2 that calls for “Sand Pebble” as the body color, with Navajo
White trim and “Sequoia Redwood” doors. The roof would consist of Timberline Cool Series shingles, “Barkwood” in color,
as originally proposed.

Specification sheets for all of these features are attached, along with color chips.

Bicycle Rack: One round pipe style bicycle rack is proposed for the site, which would accommodate up to seven bicycles.
The bicycle rack would be located on the site in between the duplex units and the unit above the carport structure.

Outdoor Lighting: Outdoor lighting will consist of two each Sea Gull lighting dark sky wall-mount 1 light outdoor white
fixtures near the front entrance of the duplex units, and five Illumine 1-light outdoor painted rust lantern with satin white
glass panel fixtures (four on the east facing fagade of the duplex, and one at the front entrance of the unit over the carport).

Required Findings: As set forth in §19.54.080.G of the Development Code, in order to approve an application for design
review in the Historic Overlay Zone, the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission must make the following
findings:

1. The project complies with applicable policies and regulations, as set forth in this 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.

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.

>

The applicant will return to the DRHPC with a landscape plan (including detail on proposed fencing and trash enclosure).

Other permits required: In addition to the requirements of this title, the proposal 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 construction.



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:

Project narrative.

Historic Resources Inventory.

Material and color selections for carport and apartment.
Material and color selections for duplex.

Bicycle rack drawing and specification sheet.

Door window and lighting specification sheets.

Site plan, floor plans, elevations, second floor unit plans

NorwbhDdDE

cc: Victor Conforti, Architect
755 Broadway
Sonoma, CA 95476

Rich Merlo

19125 Seventh Street East
Sonoma, CA 95476

Mary Martinez

P.O. Box 534

Sonoma, CA 95476
Patricia Cullinan, via email

Yvonne Bowers, via email



VICTOR CONFORTI

Architect

DRC NARRATIVE

Three Unit Residential Rental Project

830 BROADWAY
Sonoma, CA 95476
February 25, 2014

This is an application for Design Review for three new residential rental units behind an
existing home located at the front of the property. The parcel is in the Historic Overlay Zone.
The existing home will be remodeled under a separate permit.

The site is deep and narrow and backs up to Nathanson Creek on the east. Two 2-story
attached townhouse style units are planned at the rear where they are separated from
adjacent buildings, and to take advantage of and overlook the tree covered riparian area. The
third unit and private deck area is located over a 6-car carport, which provides required
parking.

Guidelines for Infill Development in the Historic Zone:

Site Plan Considerations: The Emergency Vehicle Access turning area is provided behind the
existing house to maximize the separation between the existing home and the new
development. Parking is screened inside the carport and set back towards the rear of the
property. Except for the first 20’ required to be a hard surface, the driveways will be compacted
gravel base with a topping of crushed fines to provide a permeable surface. The appearance
from Broadway will remain essentially the same, given that the existing house and narrow
driveway will screen the new development to the rear.

Architectural Considerations: The proposed buildings massing, scale and proportions, as well
as door and window details, building materials, roof pitch and style relate to the buildings to the
north and south. These neighboring buildings have similar massing and scale, with one story
building elements at the front and two story elements towards the rear. The building design
includes hip roof forms in order to reduce the building height at the exterior wall lines, and
meet height limitations at the side yard setbacks. One-story entry and front porch elements,
vinyl windows, rear porch and balconies add additional features consistent with the character
of the neighborhood, and to add human scale to the structures.

Colors selected are warm tones to relate to the adjacent buildings (which are dark red painted
siding to the south, and dark brown wood shingles to the north) with off-white trim elements
and dark accent colors for entry doors.

Horizontal siding will be used on both stories separated by a belly band and composite railings
will be used on all rear decks.

755 Broadway, Sonoma, California Voice: (707) 996-7923 Fax: (707) 996-8260



Exterior lighting will be shielded fixtures at the rear creek-side patio and deck areas to prevent
glare to the east, low-level CFL bracket fixtures at entry areas, and concealed fluorescent
fixtures tucked up behind the beam at the carport ceiling.

Each unit will have its own trash bins located in their side yards. Bicycle parking is located in
the open space area to the east.

We feel the project design will fit into the neighborhood well, respecting the existing home as
well as the traditional building forms and materials along Broadway.

Thanks you for your consideration.

Victor Conforti - Architect

755 Broadway, Sonoma, California Voice: (707) 996-7923 Fax: (707) 996-8260
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WELLMADE
TV s shage

FEATURES:

® 75 TECHNOLOGY MAINTAINS A HIGHER
PERCENT OF RATED LUMENS

® DROP DIFFUSER PROVIDES EVEN LIGHT
DISTRIBUTION

® DESIGNED TO REPLACE HID SURFACE
MOUNTED FIXTURES

® SUPERIOR PHOTOMETRIC DESIGN
MAXIMIZES LIGHT OUTPUT IN BOTH 3 & 4
LAMP CONFIGURATIONS

® CONTRACTOR FRIENDLY DESIGN
REDUCES LABOR WITH SINGLE PERSON
INSTALLATION

® GASKETED DOOR FRAME TO REDUCE
INSECT INFILTRATION

® POST PAINTED HIGH REFLECTANCE
POWDER COAT FINISH

SERIES 575

Exterior Canopy Fixture
T5 Technology

UNION MADE IN THE USA.

ORDERING:

NOMINAL CATALOG
SIZE LAMPS NUMBER

22" X 46" 3- FP54 575- PK- S81* - 348T5- HO
22" X 46" 4- FP54 575- PK- S81* - 448T5- HO

INSERT VOLTAGE AT END OF CATALOG NUMBER

NOTES:

1. * S81 DENOTES AN ACRYLI c W-II ;rE
FORVED PANEL 1 1/2" DRAFT
W'TH . 080 THI CKNESS STAND OR?\/E
P12 DENOTES
PANEL 1 1/ 2" DEEP 5 T WTH

1
125 THI CKNESS QAE)EPH ONAL
3. é\IVéIYLABLE | N P R COAT FI NI SH

2.

series 575.ai
021114

MANUFACTURING
1715 KIBBY ROAD - MERCED - CALIFORNIA - 95340
(209) 723-9120 - FAX: (209) 723-9131

SALES OFFICE
14722 WICKS BLVD. - SAN LEANDRO - CALIFORNIA - 94577-6718
(510) 667-6950 - FAX: (510) 667-6959
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WELLMADE
PRODUCTS

SERIES
575

BACK DETAIL

C  KEY HOLE

D WIRE ACCESS
COVER PLATE

Back detail symbols

(o (o4

22.63" ) 13.56"

4.53"

«6.75"~ |*6-75"——
46.625"
ACCESSORIES
DOOR FRAME W/ PRISMATIC 12A FORMED LENS
NOTE 11 WARNING !!!

All fixtures must be installed,
wired and grounded in accordance
with the National Electric Code and all
other applicable codes.

WELLMADE PRODUCTS 1715 KIBBY ROAD - MERCED - CALIFORNIA -

RISK OF FIRE OR ELECTRICAL SHOCK. ELECTRICAL
PARTS MAY BE DAMAGED WHEN DRILLING OR USING
"TEK" SCREWS FOR INSTALLATION OF MOUNTING
HARDWARE. CHECK ENCLOSED WIRING AND
COMPONENTS. USE CAUTION WHEN DRILLING "TEK"
SCREWS INTO A BLIND AREA. TO PREVENT WIRING
DAMAGE DO NOT EXPOSE WIRING TO SHARP EDGES.

UL

®

95340 (209) 723-9120 - FAX: (209) 723-9131

series 575 back detail.ai
010815



u VERANDA

COMPOSITE RAILING

13.
14.
15.
16.

19.
20.

21.
22.
23.
24,

25.

26.

@— New England Cap

<>— Post Sleeve

Rail
Mounting
Brackets ~+—+Balusters

Top/Bottom
Reversible Rail

wH

Crush Blocks Aﬂ@ -

Line Section Installation

Install4x4postsinthepre-determinedlocations,coverthepostswithpostsleeves
and verify spacing.
Identify all hardware components:

a. Four (4) In-Line Brackets

b. Seventeen (17) 1-3/8"long Phillip’s head screws

c. Seventeen (17) 2”long Phillip’s head screws

d. Forty-two (42) 1-3/4"long Phillip’s head screws

e. One (1) Phillip’s head driver
Measurethedistancebetweeninstalledposts.Trimthetopandbottomrailstofit.
Cutshouldbesquaretoinsureagoodfitwiththepost.The3"decorativesurface
can be installed either facing toward or away from the deck surface.
Determinethespacingforbalusters,4.5"oncenterbetweenthebalustersand
equalspacingattheends.Allowaminimumof2-1/2"fromthefirstbalustertothe
end of the rail (to allow room for the in-line brackets).

Mark the location for each baluster for both top and bottom rails.
Centerhangingbracketonundersideofbottomrail.Insetbracket1/16"fromrail’s
end.

Usinghangingbracketasatemplate, markthefourholelocationsonbottomrail
and pre-drill using a 1/8” drill bit.

Attach the bracket to the bottom rail using four — 1-3/8" screws.

Do NOT Over Tighten Screws
Repeat steps 6-8 for the other end of the bottom guardrail.
Repeatsteps6-9forthetoprail, placingthebracketontheflatinsideportionofthe
top railing. See Diagram
Positionthebottomrailbetweentheposts.Checkbuildingcoderequirementsfor
maximumspacingbetweenthewalkingsurfaceandthebottomrail;typicallyitis4
inches.
Cuttwocrushblocksfromanextrabalustertodesiredheight;atightfitisdesired.
Placethecrushblocksunderthebottomrail,spacedequidistantfromtheposts,to
support the rail during installation.

Mark the screw location on the post using the bracket as a template.

Drill Holes using a 3/16" drill bit at marked screw locations.

Attach the bracketto the post with 4 -2"long screws on oneside of guardrail.
Levelguardrailandattachothersideusing4-2"longscrews,followingsteps 13-
15.
Trimallbalustersto32-1/4"lengthusingacutoffortablesaw.Note:useafixture
to insure consistent lengths (+/- 1/16").
Drillholesinallbalustersapproximately3/4"fromeachendusinga13/64"drillbit
(both ends).
Drill1/8"blindholes3/4"deepintotopandbottomrailstoaccommodatescrews.
Attachbalusterstobottomrailbyinserting 1-3/4"longscrewsthroughdrilledholes
inthebalusterandsecuringbalusterusing 1-3/4"longscrewsexceptforthelast
two balusters on each end.

Do NOT Over Tighten Screws
Position top rail onto balusters.

Position the top guardrail between posts and check level.

Center the top rail on the post.

Attach the top guardrail to the posts using 4 —2"long screws on both ends by
following steps 13-16. Check level of the guardrail before securing.

Do NOT Over Tighten Screws
Attachthefourendbalusterstobottomrailbyinserting1-3/4"longscrewsthrough
drilled holes in the baluster and securing the baluster.

Do NOT Over Tighten Screws
Attachthefourendbalusterstotoprailbyinserting 1-3/4"longscrewsthrough
drilled holes in the baluster and securing the baluster.

Do NOT Over Tighten Screws

27. Glue crush block to bottom rail.

Made in USA

« Always Check Local Building Codes for Spacing Requirements
» Crush Blocks are Required for this System

Post —
Balusters 4 Cut
< Rail
Top rail Hinged
Rail
Mounting
Post Brackets

Hinged
Rail
Mounting
Brackets

Center the rail
between posts

Bottom rail

MAKE SURE POSTS ARE PLUMB

Stair Section Installation

1. Installpostsinthepre-determinedlocations,coverthepostswithpostsleevesand
verify spacing.

2. Identify hardware components:

a. Four (4) Brackets

b. Seventeen (17) 1-3/8” long Phillip’s head screws
c. Forty-two (42) 1-3/4" long Phillip’s head screws
d. Seventeen (17) 2"long Phillip’s head screws

e. One (1) Phillip's head driver

3. Measurethedistancebetweeninstalled postsatvarious points.Insurethatall
distances are within 1/16".

4.  Laybottomrailonstairs.Markanglesonrail. Angleneedstobeapproximately32°.

5. Cutthebottomrailtolength.Makesurethecutissquareandcheckfitatbothends.

6. Markandcuttoprailtolength.Makesurethecutissquareandcheckfitatboth
ends.

7.  Cut both bottom and top rails with the same angle.

8.  Locateandmarklocationsforbalusters,4.5"oncenterbetweenbalustersandequal
spacingatrailends.Allowaminimumof2-1/2"fromthefirstbalustertotheendof
the rail (to allow room for the hinged brackets).

9.  Centerhingedbracketonundersideofbottomrail.Insetbracket1/16"fromrail’s
end.

10. Usinghingedbracketasatemplate,markthefourholelocationsonbottomrailand
pre-drill using a 1/8" drill bit.

11.  Attachthebrackettothebottomrailusing4-1-3/8"screws.Repeatonopposite
end.

Do NOT Over Tighten Screws

12. Repeatsteps9-11forflat,insideportionofthetoprail. Allbracketsshouldbeat-
tached to the guardrails.

13. Centerbottomrailonpostsleeveandswinglowerhingeontopostsleeve.Check
buildingcoderequirementsformaximumspacingonastaircase, typicallyitisa6”
sphere.

14. Markthefourholelocationsonpostsleeveusingthehingedbracketasatemplate
and pre-drill using a 3/16" drill bit.

15.  Secure bottom rail to post with 4 — 2"long screws. Repeat for the other end.

Do NOT Over Tighten Screws

16. Determinetherequiredheightforthebalusters,makingsurethebalustersare
plumb.

17. Cutthedesiredangleforthebalusterstoprovideagoodfitforbothtopandbottom
guardrails.

18. Determine the desired height of the top guardrail and repeat steps 13-15.

19. Drillholesinthebalusters3/4"fromeachbalusterendusinga13/64"drillbit(both
ends).

20. Drill1/8"blindholes3/4"deepintotopandbottomrailstoaccommodatescrews.

21. Attachbalusterstothebottomrailbyinsertingthe 1-3/4"longscrewsthroughthe
drilledholesinthebalustersandsecuringthebalusterusingthe 1-3/4"longscrews.

Do NOT Over Tighten Screws

22. Attachbalusterstothetoprail byinsertingthe 1-3/4"longscrewsthroughthe

drilledholesinthebalustersandsecuringthebalusterusingthe 1-3/4"longscrews.
Do NOT Over Tighten Screws

FIBER COMPOSITES, L.L.C.

181 Random Drive,
New London, NC 28127
Phone: (704) 463-7120 Fax: (704) 463-0405

RTP - HD 02/07



BIKEPARKING.COM Welle uldile Bend

Tel: 415.333.6428 Tel:888.764.2453 Fax:415.333.2032 E:info@bikeparking.com (Round Pipe)
Palmer Group, LLC: 1728 Ocean Avenue #132 San Francisco CA 94112 USA

Surface Flange Inground

A (A A (A

97/8" 97/8"
|- - - -

36" 36"

- ||\ >

)
10mm 1
| «—— see table below ————| 3/8" x 6 Anchor Rod RN
Surface Flange
4ea.9/16"Dia.Holes

14cm

| «———————— see table beloW ——— &

WELLE™ MULTI BEND ROUND PIPE RACKS

# of Bik Common Wide Loop
Item ke Model
Mount : Bend i
SF ends | Capacity Length|Weight | Length| Weight
(Surface Flange) ~ ~
-G H3605 3 5 38 60 Ibs 59 65 lbs
(Inground) 96 cm 27kg 150 cm 29kg St
Finish : 62 | 8olbs | 977 | 90lbs
-G H3607 5 7
(Galvanized ) 157 cm 36kg 246 cm 41kg J U
* N N (N O
(Powder Coated ) 86" 120 lbs 135" 130 Ibs
< H3609 7 9 - ol
m
( Stainless Steel ) A kg 343 cm 9 =’ s -’
aVaNaNalNea
. 110" 135 lbs 173" 150 Ibs
Material : H3611 9 11
23/8"0.D.Pipe 279 cm | 61kg | 439 cm 68 kg < U U U
6.03cm
a2 aNaYNaYNaYa
ASTM A53 1 ] 134" 155 lbs 211" 180 Ibs
Schedule 40 Pipe H3613 3 536
154" Wall Thickness 340cm 70 kg cm 81 kg -’ s v s s
Mandrel - Bent ~~ ~ ~~ ~ ~~ 7~ 7~
158" 180 Ib 4
. H3615 13 15 S 249 215 Ibs
Optional : 41em | 8lkg | 632em | 97kg U UV YV U U
Stainless 304 —~ — A~ ~ ~ ~ 7~
i 182" "
Alloy Available H3617 15 17 205 lbs 287 245 Ibs
462cm | 92kg 729cm | 110kg </ J VYV U U U

@ 1998 Palmer Group, LLC - - All Rights Reserved. 09.18.2013
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City of Sonoma DRHPC Agenda
Design Review and Historic Item: 5
Preservation Commission Meeting Date:  3/18/14

Agenda Item Summary

Applicant Project Location

Cindy Treichler/Williams-Sonoma, Inc. 599 Broadway

Historical Significance

[ Listed or Eligible for Listing on National Register of Historic Places, including Sonoma Plaza district (Significant)
X Listed or Eligible for Listing on the California Register of Historic Resources (Significant)
[] Listed within Local Historic Resources Survey (Potentially Significant)
X Over 50 years old (Potentially Significant)
Year Built: 1950

Request
Consideration of a temporary sign for a mixed-use building (Williams-Sonoma) located at 599 Broadway.

Summary

Background: On October 10, 2013, the Planning Commission approved a Use Permit and Parking Exception to establish a
cooking school and café with a retail component and industry accommodation residential unit within the existing building
located at 599 Broadway (the building has historically been used for general retail, a catering business, and a restaurant). On
November 19, 2013, the Design Review Commission approved elevation details, exterior materials and colors, lighting, a
trash enclosure, and bicycle rack. On January 21, 2014, the DRHPC approved a new awning, an outdoor fireplace and arbor,
a fountain, a fence, and a landscape plan.

At this time, the applicant is requesting approval to display a temporary banner sign during the construction phase of the
project. The proposed sign is 33.75 square feet in area (2.5 feet tall by 13.5 feet wide). The sign would consist of a white
vinyl background with gold vinyl lettering. The sign would be located on the temporary construction barrier wall facing
Broadway. It is estimated that the temporary banner would be displayed from April through October 2014.

Banners: Decorative banners and flags may be used for grand opening or special events for a maximum period of 15
consecutive days, or for holidays for a period of no more than 45 total days per year an may be permanently displayed if first
approved by the DRHPC. In no event shall advertising copy be displayed on any banner (§18.20.110).

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

Commission Discussion



Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission Action
U Disapproved [ Referred to:

O Approved

Roll Call Vote:

DRHPC Conditions or Modifications

cc.  Cindy Treichler
C/0O Williams-Sonoma, Inc.
3250 Van Ness Avenue
San Francisco, CA 94109

Max Crome, Architect

905 Fourth Street
San Rafael, CA 94901

Attachments:

1. Project narrative
2. Sign drawings

_ Aye

U Continued to:

Nay

Abstain

Absent
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February 18, 2014

Design Review Commission
City of Sonoma

1 The Plaza

Sonoma, California 95476

As required for the Desigh Review Committee submittal for the proposed
project at 599 Broadway in Sonoma, please find the following project
signage narrative:

Narrative for 599 Broadway Construction Barricade Graphics

The design intent of the construction barricade design is to advertise to the
public of the business moving into the space and the date of opening. The
colors are typical company colors intended to create an association between the
sign and the services to be expected in the space.

Proposed is one sign of text to the north side of the access door, which is
centered on the entrance of our new construction. This is within the city’s sign

ordinance of no more than two signs.

Based on the aggregate sign area for the primary street frontage, we are
allowed 28.5 square feet of signage on this barrier (56'-4” frontage = 18 square
feet of signage for first 30" of frontage + 10.5 square feet of signage for
remaining 26’-4” of frontage). The sign is approximately 17.8 square feet in
size. This is below the frontage allowance as calculated above and below the

absolute maximum allowance of 48 square feet.

There will be no illumination to the signs and will be applied in a flush condition
to the wall, therefore there will be no projections.

Thank you,

Max Crome, Architect
Crome Architecture

Crome Architecture












City of Sonoma DRC Agenda Item: ¢

Design Review Commission .
Meeting Date:

Agenda Item Summary 03/18/14
Applicant Project Location
Robert Sanders 1051 Broadway

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: 1995

Request

Consideration of a new monument sign and a wall sign for a commercial building (Flahive Building) located at 1051
Broadway.

Summary

Monument sign: A new one-sided illuminated monument sign £35 square feet in area per side (7 feet tall by 5 feet wide) is
proposed in front of the building parallel to the sidewalk. The sign posts would consist of two heavy timber posts mounted
in 3 feet of concrete, painted brown with decorative elements for support and attachments. The individual sign directory
plagques would employ the following: an aluminum background; beveled edges; painted face; with vinyl graphics. As
indicated in the attached lighting specification sheet, lighting will consist of a 20 watt accent light. The applicant has
indicated that the sign will be illuminated from 6 to 9 p.m. and normal operating hours from the business are from 8 a.m. to
9p.m.

Wall signs: A one sided wall sign is proposed on the front of the building facing Broadway +3 square feet in area (6 inches
tall by 6 feet wide). The sign would consist of individual aluminum letters brown in color.

Aggregate Sign Area: Based on the property’s frontage on Broadway (131 feet), the maximum aggregate sign area allowed
for the parcel is 58.4 square feet. The total aggregate sign area for the property would be +38 square feet, including the
proposed monument sign (35 square feet of aggregate sign area) the proposed wall sign (3 square feet of aggregate sign
area). The proposal is consistent with this requirement.

Size Limitations: Each face of a one-sided sign shall not exceed 48 square feet in area (§18.16.022). The proposal is
consistent with this requirement.

Sign Height: Monument signs are limited to a maximum height of 12 feet (§18.20.120). The proposed freestanding sign
would have a maximum height of 7 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 (818.16.010). The proposal complies with these requirements.

Existing Signs: During the site visit, staff observed two illegal signs displayed on the building consisting of a directory sign
(located on the wall) and a window sign. These signs have not been approved and shall be removed.

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



Desigh Review Commission Action
O Approved U Disapproved [ Referred to: U Continued to:

Roll Call Vote: Aye Nay Abstain Absent

DRC Conditions or Modifications

Attachments
1. Project narrative
2. Site Plan & Sign Layout

cc: Robert Sanders, via email
Robert Flahive

3281 Napa Road
Sonoma, CA 95476-9520


















City_of Sonorpa _ _ DRHPC Agenda 7
Design Review and Historic Item:
Preservation Commission Meeting Date: 03/18/14

Agenda Item Summary

Applicant Project Location
Michael Palmer 500 West Napa Street, Suite 542

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)
X Over 50 years old
Year built: 1959

Request

Consideration of external building modifications for a bakery (Scandia Bakery) located at 500 West Napa Street, Suite
542.

Summary

Scandia Bakery is in the process of relocating from its current location in suite 508 to suite 542 (previous location of
Redwood Credit Union).

Facade Improvements: The existing ATM would be replaced with a new window located on the east facing facade (facing
the parking area). The window would consist of United States Aluminum storefront systems series 451 and 1T451 center
glaze (see attached specification sheet) with a combination of painted wood and silver metal with clear tempered glazing.

Findings for Project Approval: In order to approve any application for site design and architectural review, the DRHPC
must make the following findings:
a. 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;
b. On balance, the project is consistent with the intent of applicable design guidelines set forth in this development code;
and
c. 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 awning 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 the Building Department at (707) 933-3681 for information regarding City Encroachment Permits.

Commission Discussion



Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission Action
O Approved U Disapproved [ Referred to: U Continued to:

Roll Call Vote: Aye Nay Abstain Absent

DRHPC Conditions or Modifications

Attachments
1. Project narrative
2. Window and door specification sheets
3. Site plan and elevations
cc: Michael Palmer

141 Stoney Circles # 223
Santa Rosa, CA 95401

Sonoma Valley Center LLC
P.O. Box 2745
Antioch, CA 94531-2745



SCANDIA BAKERY
Sonoma Valley Center
500 West Napa St., Suite 542
Sonoma, CA

PROJECT NARRATIVE

March 4, 2014

The applicant is proposing to remove the existing ATM machine and associated vertical
plywood siding and install a new window to match the existing window on the other side
of the door. The existing storefront system of Suite 542 is a combination of painted
wood and silver metal with clear tempered glazing.

MAR 0 4 2014
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Series 451 - 2" x 4-1/2"

(50.8 x 114.3 mm) Non-Thermal
Seties [T451 - 2" x 4-1/2"

(50.8 x 114.3 mm) Thermal

1" (25 mm) Glazing Infills
Injection Molded Water Deflectors
Screw Spline Assembly

Shear Block Assembly

Stacking Instéllation Option

Full Range of Accessory Components'

Available in Anodized or Painted Finishes

Series I'T451 offers

improved thermal performance

using the Poly-Aluminizer™ and Struct-Tink™

Therinal Break Technology.‘ Seties 451 and IT451 may be
interior ot exterior glazed. A top load E.PD.M. gasket is

used to position and weatherseal the glass in the aluminum
pocket. Center-Glazed Systems are compatible with all
United States Alumitium Fntrance Doors.

United States 7 7% .
ALuminom < rERl.

USALUM COM




For Specifications, Details, and
Testing Data go to usalum.com.

Series 451 Series IT451

O

VERTICAL

VERTICAL
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City of Sonoma DRHPC Agenda 8
Design Review and Historic Item:
Preservation Commission Meeting Date:  03/18/14

Agenda Item Summary

Applicant Project Location
Suzanne Clark 757 Second Street East

Historical Significance

[] Listed on National Register of Historic Places, including Sonoma Plaza district (Significant)
[X] Listed on California Register of Historic Resources (Significant)
[X] Listed within Local Historic Resources Survey (Potentially Significant)
X Over 50 years old (Potentially Significant)
Year built: circa 1939

Request
Design review of a proposed addition to the residence located at 757 Second Street East.

Summary
The applicant is proposing to add 363 square feet of building area to an existing residence at the rear portion of the house.

Site Description: The subject property is a 7,500-square foot parcel located on the west side of Second Street East located
midblock between Chase and France Streets. The property is currently developed with a +945 square foot residence and a
240 square foot detached garage/studio. The residence was built around 1939 and is eligible for listing on the California
Register of Historic Resources (refer to enclosed Survey and Evaluation for 757 2™ Street E., dated January 29, 2014, and
Design Review for 757 2" Street E., dated February 17, 2014). The property is zoned Low Density Residential (R-L) and
lies within the City’s Historic Overlay Zone. Directly adjoining land uses include single-family homes to the north, south,
and west.

Project Description: The project involves construction of a 363 square foot, one-story addition at the rear of the home. The
addition would increase the floor area of the residence from £945 square feet to +1,308 square feet. In general, the proposed
alterations and improvements are consistent with the architectural features of the historic residence in terms of scale, roof
heights and pitches, exterior materials, details and color. None of the additions will be visible from the street. The purpose of
the project is to provide additional living area for the owner. Further details can be found in the attached project narrative
and accompanying materials.

Zoning Requirements: The standards of the Low Density Residential zone applicable to the proposal are as follows:

e Setbacks: With the exception of a nine foot long section on the south portion of the residence, which encroaches one
foot into the required seven foot setback area, the new addition meets or exceeds the normal setback requirements. The
Planning Director has indicated that this exception request can be approved administratively by staff.

o Coverage: At 21%, site coverage is less than the 40% maximum allowed in the Low Density Residential zone.

e Floor Area Ratio: The project would result in a F.A.R. of 0.21, which is less than the 0.35 maximum allowed.

e Parking: One covered parking space is provided in a garage. This meets the requirement.

e Height: The one-story residence would have a maximum ridge height of 16 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.



Design Review: Alterations to existing structures that increase floor area by 10% or 200 square-feet, whichever is greater
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;
A survey and evaluation was completed for the property on January 29, 2014. This evaluation found that the
residence and garage/studio are historic resources and are eligible for listing on the California Register of
Historic, which means that the residence is an ““historical resource” under CEQA.

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.
A design review report was completed for the property on February 17, 2014. This report determined that the
location, design, site plan configuration, and effect of the proposed development are compatible with surrounding
uses.

In general, it is staff’s conclusion that the applicant has successfully applied the applicable design guidelines in developing
the plan for the replacement structure.

Site Design & Architectural Review: While the proposal complies with the quantitative zoning standards noted above (with
the exception of a nine foot long section on the south portion of the residence, which can be administratively approved), the
project is subject to site plan and architectural review by the DRHPC because the residence was constructed prior to 1945
and lies within the Historic Overlay Zone. In this case, because review by the Planning Commission was not necessary, the
DRHPC is responsible for reviewing and acting upon the project site plan, building massing and elevations, elevation
details, and exterior materials.

CEQA Compliance: As a discretionary project, the proposal is subject to the requirements of the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA). As previously noted, a survey and evaluation and design review report of the residence suggested that
it meets the CEQA definition of a historical resource. Pursuant to Section 15331 of the CEQA Guidelines, rehabilitation and
additions to an historical resource, may be considered categorically exempt from the provisions of CEQA provided the
improvements are consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties (Class 31
— Historical Resource Restoration/Rehabilitation). Accordingly, an evaluation was conducted to determine whether the
proposal is consistent with the Standards [refer to attached Survey and Evaluation for 757 2™ Street E., dated January 29,
2014, and Design Review for 757 2" Street E., dated February 17, 2014, prepared by Painter Preservation Planning
(Reports)]. The conclusion of the Reports determined that the work in the proposed project meets the Secretary of the
Interior’s Standards.

Required Findings: As set forth in 819.54.080.H of the Development Code, in order to approve an application for design
review in the Historic Overlay Zone, the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission must make the following
findings:

1. The project complies with applicable policies and regulations, as set forth in this 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;

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 SMC (Historic
Preservation and Infill in the Historic Zone); and

7. 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 proposal 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 and Historic Preservation Review Commission Action
O Approved U Disapproved [ Referred to: U Continued to:

Roll Call Vote: Aye Nay Abstain Absent

DRHPC Conditions or Modifications

Attachments:

Project narrative.

Window and door specification sheets.

Outdoor light specification sheet.

Letters of project support.

Survey and Evaluation for 757 2" Street E., dated January 29, 2014.
Design Review for 757 2" Street E., dated February 17, 2014.
Historic Resources Inventory.

Site plan.

Site plan, floor plan, and elevations.

oowonNdEwNE

cc: Suzanne Clark
757 Second Street East
Sonoma, CA 95476

Mary Martinez
P.O. Box 534
Sonoma, CA 95476

Patricia Cullinan, via email

Yvonne Bowers, via email

































SONOMA DOOR AND SASH

19554 8TH ST EAST
SONOMA, CA 95476
Phone: (707) 938-3719

JELD'WEN
QUOTE BY: KAREN QUOTE #: 1SDS06320
SOLD TO: SONOMA DQOR SHIP TO:
KAREN
19554 8TH ST EAST
SONCMA , CA 85476
Phone: 7079383719
Fax: 7079388710 PROJECT NAME: Suzanne Clark
PO#: REFERENCE: All Wood: Primed
Ship Via: Ground/Next Truck
ILINE NO. LOCATION BOOK CODE UNIT QTY  EXTENDED |
SIZE INFO DESCRIPTION PRICE PRICE |
Line-1 CWPOCFR3660
RO Size: 36 3/4 X 61 3/4 Frame Size : 36 X 60
{Qutside Casing Size: 36 X 61 1/2)
j 3‘! Custom Push Out Wood Casement, Auralast Pine, French Casement
; i Primed Bxterior,
b Primed Interior,
L ) Subsill Only, Standard Sill Nosing, Extended Silf Horns & Inch,
5 J 4 9/16 Jamb,
k < Venting,
L/ Classic Push Out Handle, White Hardware,
= . /4= 1 US National-WDMA PG 35,
Viewed from Exterior. Scale: 1/4" = Insulated Low-E 366 Annealed Glass, Standard Spacer, Argon Filled,
Traditional Giz Bd,
1 1/8" Bead SDL w/Perm Wood Trad'l. Bead Int BAR, Primed
Aluminum SDL, Light Bronze Shadow Bar, Colonial 1 Wide 5 High
Hinged Pine Screen, Contemporary Screen Stop
Clear Opening:18.72w, 56.438h, 7.336 sf
PEV 2014.1.0,868/P0V 5,937 1017037143 PW
$2,331.73 6 $13,990.38
QQ-2.15.0.1343 cust-ABSSAH Page 1 of 2{Prices are subject to change.) JSDSOE320 - 2/13/2014 - 10:21 AM
Quote Dater 2/13/2014 Drawings are for visual reference only and may not be to exact scale. Al Last Modified: 2713/2014

orders are subject to review by JELD-WEN




ILINE NO. LOCATION BOOK CODE UNIT QTY  EXTENDED

z SIZE INFO DESCRIPTION PRICE PRICE
Line-2 CWP(O(C2436
RO Size: 24 3/4 X 37 3/4 Frame Size : 24 X 36
(Outside Casing Size: 24 X 37 1/2)
P Custom Push Cut Wood Casement, Auralast Pine,
// Primed Exterior,
o —— Primed Interior,
e Subsili Only, Standard Sill Nasing, Extended Siil Horns 6 Inch,
ﬂ\ 4 9/16 Jamb,
e, Hinge Left,
‘\\ Classic Push Qut Handle, White Hardware,
AN US National-WDMA PG 50,
Insulated Low-E 366 Tempered Glass, Standard Spacer, Argon Filled,

viewed from Exterior. Scale: 1/2" = 1’ Traditional Giz Bd,
1 1/8" Bead SDL w/Perm Wood Trad'l. Bead Int BAR, Primed

Aluminum SDL, Light Bronze Shadow Bar, Colonial 1 Wide 3 High
Hinged Pine Screen, Contemporary Screen Stop

Clear Opening:13.829w, 32.438h, 3.115 of
PEV 2014.1.0.868/PDV 5.937 {01/03/14) PW

$899.84 1 $899.84
Total: $14,890.22
Total Units; 7

o CoxT

14,287 —
A~ |35 4=

\%,4H 95

QQ-2.15.0.1343 cust-ABSSAH Page 2 of 2(Prices are subject to change.} ISDS06320 - 2/13/2019 - 1021 AM
Drawings are for visual reference only and may not be to exadt scale. Al Last Modified: 2/13/2014

uote Date: 2/13/2014
@ orders are subject to review by JELD-WEN




Sonoma Door and Sash
19554 8" Street East
Sonoma, CA 95476
Phone 707-938-3719
Fax 707-938-8710

Customer Name: &Q@u\a C/QCL”LK

ESTIMATE

QTY DESCRIPTION SUB TOTAL
TOTAL
L 1pr 2 2 (P Suk 1555 —
;Dsfmu\j A1 ext
\ l’l‘(@? Liold | ZIR= Lfe 15
DTy AL et
. oy
Vhedz L i)
Sub Total | A0R7 —
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I met with Suzanne Clark, the owner of 757 Second Street East and have

reviewed the plans for the proposed remodel at the address above and |

fully support the proposed project.

LUCINDA FORD 5 MyLon [onmon
Name: (Print)

Luweonda Fond /}/@M/m

Signature:

) N —_— - . A ep p ND - J
Address: /54 Z@(/ ST. 56(57L AP S Gaor-

Date: \v?/@b /3 ;20/4/ 51//3//?/




I met with Suzanne Clark, the owner of 757 Second Street East and have

reviewed the plans for the proposed remodel at the address above and |

fully support the proposed project.

Name: (Print) ’}CM L%N @M‘l’Zﬁ\
Signature: //

o 7 Secd> SN0 IFTE

3 4

Date:




I met with Suzanne Clark, the owner of 757 Second Street East and have

reviewed the plans for the proposed remodel at the address above and |

fully support the proposed project.

Name: (Print) ,/ﬁj//&wa,q V&/\/ éé’faé

Signature:

Address: Y9 P ST Far?

Date: ;//ﬁ;/7 |




I met with Suzanne Clark, the owner of 757 Second Street East and have

reviewed the plans for the proposed remodel at the address above and |

fully support the proposed project.

Willard St

Name: (Print) (/U@w@w BV‘M’ML]/

SignaturAe: %WM . AM B‘T\x

Address: 187 - Q\MK STT E{, S@ﬂé}w\a; CA/

Date: &,‘) !%: f}ﬂlq‘




I met with Suzanne Clark, the owner of 757 Second Street East and have
reviewed the plans for the proposed remodel at the address above and I

fully support the proposed project.

Name: (Pring___ /7D - LEER )

7 s i /,"

/
Signature: % '
[

Address: 4 S 2 = S

Date: @ /Z- Zﬁ/é/




| met with Suzanne Clark, the owner of 757 Second Street East and have
reviewed the plans for the proposed remodel at the address above and |

fully support the proposed project.

) , 0 n
Name: (Print) ﬁ74 /?4/\/7 AT Q Clr 4
Signature: i F - At

Address: /yég“ﬂéé’g/ S% 2/7—/6%

Date: 9—',//‘7;//'3/




I met with Suzanne Clark, the owner of 757 Second Street East and have

reviewed the plans for the proposed remodel at the address above and |

fully support the proposed project.

Name: (Print) Sesan Mac Aullam

Signature: W&M/\ /MQOAM/ W

Address: 75[/ th{ {F. Sadf

Date: Ozy/g,/c/
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HISTORIC PRESERVATION & URBAN DESIGH

January 29. 2014

Ms. Suzanne Clark
757 2™ Street E.
Sonoma, CA 95476

ey mAd

Re: Survey and Evaluation for 757 27 Street

By

B

.

Dear Ms. Clark.

This letter and the attached Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) 523 forms comprise the
survey and evaluation of the property at 757 2™ Street E. The DPR 523B form contains an
evaluation or Determination of Historic Significance for the property. Below is a discussion of
research and field methods for the survey and findings.

Previous Survey .

A survey of the property at 757 2™ Street E. was conducted in 1978 and updated in 1998.
[n 1978 the house was noted as “‘the best example in the block of Colonial Style cottage.”
The survey further noted that. ~It is a support building in the area for style and size to
maintain the historical development of the area.” The cottage had essentially the same
appearance as it does today. In 1998, when the survey was updated. the surveyor noted
the quality of the landscaping and the fact that the name “Carolina Cottage™ had been
added.

Research and Field Methods

Research for this survey and evaluation was conducted at the Sonoma County Assessor’s Office,
the City of Sonoma, the Sonoma League for Historic Preservation. and the History Annex of the
Sonoma County Library. Sources of information for the report include Sonoma County Assessor
and Recorder records; the City of Sonoma building permit records; newspaper articles; and local
directories. The site was recorded and photographed in January 2014,

Findings

The property at 757 2" Street E.. which consists of a residence and garage/studio, was found to
be a contributing property to the City of Sonoma Historic Overlay Zone. It is significant under
Criteria 1 of the California eligibility criteria for its association with residential neighborhood
development in Sonoma, and under Crterion 1 for its architecture, as a good example of a 1939
Minimal Traditional house with Colonial Revival elements. Please see the attached Department
of Parks and Recreation 523 forms (DPR forms) for more information.

Evaluator Qualifications

[ am an architectural historian whose qualifications meet the Professional Qualifications
Standards of the National Park Service in history and architectural history and as outlined in the
Code of Federal Regulations, 36 CFR Part 61. I hold a PhD in Architecture and a Masters Degree
in Urban Planning and have 30 vears of professional experience in historic preservation and urban
design. am listed as an architectural historian on the roster of consultants on file with the State

Mailing address: PO Box 2899 + Salem, OR 97308 + 707.763.6500
California office: 388 Patten Sireet » Sonomaz, CA 95476 ¢ 707.763.6500




Historic Resource Survey
757 2" Street E.

January 29. 201+

Page 2 0f 2

of California Office of Historic Preservation’s Eastern Information Center at the University of
California at Riverside. Ms. Alison Garcia Kellar holds an MS in Historic Preservation from
the University of Pennsylvania. with an emphasis in preservation design and building
conservation. and a BA in Design from UC Davis with an emphasis in interior
architecture.

Sincerely,

Diana J. Painter, PhD. ACIP
Owner/Principal architectural historian

Muailing address: PO Box 2899 + Salem, OR 97308 ¢
Californic office: 388 Patten Street » Sonoma, CA 85476 ¢



Siate of California — The Resources Agency Primary #
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRI #
;@%m&%‘f QEQ@Q@ Trinomial
! NRHP Staius Code
Other Listings

Review Code Reviewer Date
Page 1 of 16 “Resource Name: 757 27 Street E.
71, Other Identifier: None
*P9. Location: O Not for Publication B Unrestricted *a. County: Sonoma
and
*b, USGS 7.5' Quad: Sonoma Date: 1980 T 5N; BR5W: ¥ of % of Sec; Mt. Diablo B.M.
c. Address: 757 2™ Sireet E. City: Sonoma Zip: 95476

d. UTM: Zone: 10;
e. Other Locational Data:
APN 018-353-014

*P3a. Description:
Summary. The property at 757 2™ Street E. consists of two structures — a residence and garage/studio — and landscaping on a 7,500
square foot urban lot. it is located within the City of Sonoma’s east side, approximately three blocks southeast of the Sonoma Plaza,
which is part of Sonoma’s National Historic Landmark District. Located between France and Chase Sireets, the residence faces easi,
overlooking 2™ Sireet. The two buildings are considered historic resources and contributors to the city’s Historic Overlay Zone.

Residence. This one-story, single-family home is located on Lot 14 (the southern portion of what was formerly Lot 18}, at about mid
block between France and Chase Sireets, on the west side of 2™ Street E. The narrow parcel of land runs east to west from the
street and includes a front yard with a brick paver pathway leading to the home with a smali studio building to its rear. An attached
porch and landscaped yard comprise the remainder of the property. Built in 1939, the home is wood-frame construction, finished in
thickly applied stucco with a concrete foundation and composition shingle roof. The building has a slightly irregular footprint;
rectangular with a smali projection on the northwest corner (a former porch) of the 956 square foot home.

Front Fagade. The eastern front fagade faces 2™ Street E. and is symmetrical in profile, spanning 34’ in length. A central door is
flanked by a pair of windows with simple white trim. Each window pair has a set of black wooden shutters. Vinyl inserts have been
added into the original wooden casement. The window pairs each feature white decorative planter boxes, added between 1884 and
1998. A gently winding brick paver pathway connects the sidewalk to a raised concrete front porch with two steps, with a 78 square
feet rectangular fooiprint. The centered front porch has a gable roof and an open pediment with a round-arched soffit, which
suppornted. Continued on sheet 2 of 16

*B3h. Rescurce Aitribuies: HP2 — Single family property; HP4 — Ancillary buiiding

*P4. Resources Present: ZBuilding  OSiructure TOObject OSite [ODistrict OElement of District  LIOther (Isolates, etc.}
T T P5b. Description of Photo: Front
(east) facade, 2013

*P6. Date Constructed/Age and
Sources: & Historic
OPrehistoric [(OBoih 1939

*P7. Owner and Address:
Suzanne Clark
757 2™ Street E.
Sonoma, CA 95476

*P8. Recorded by:
Diana J. Painfer, PhD/Alison
Garcia Kellar
Painter Preservation & Planning
388 Patien Street
Sonoma, CA 95476
(707) 763-6500

*P9. Date Recorded: January 5,
2014

*P10. Survey Type: Intensive for
project review

*P11. Report Ciiation: None

*Attachments: QNONE @LocativonAMap BSkeich Map @&Continuation Sheet ®Building, Structure, and Object Record

—a ot P 1



Giate of California — The Resources Agency Primary # |
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HR#

CONTINUATION SHEET Trinomial

Page 2 of 16 “Resource Mame: 757 27° Strest E.

*Becorded by: Diana Painter/Alison Garcia Kellar *Date: January 2014 Continuation O Update

P3a. Description
Continued from sheet 1 of 16

by two white tapered round columns, both of which are covered in a spiraling decorative vegetation. The columns have little
decorative detail at the capital and base. Various low plants and maintained shrubs lie to either side of the concrete porch. A ceniral
pendant lamp hangs from the inside of the arched front canopy. “Directly over the door 757" is spelied out in metal signage.

Side Elevation. The north elevation of the building is adjacent to the driveway that leads to the originai garage and spans 32'. It is
irregular in profile (a gable end with an extended shed roof to the right) and features three one-over-one-light, wood-frame, double-
hung windows on the original portion of the home. Two double-leaf, wood-frame casement windows with horizontally oriented lights
are located on the west (right) side of this elevation, one straddling the new and older portion of the building and another centered
within the newer portion, which represents the enclosed porch. The converted porch area now serves as an extension of the kitchen.
The stucco finish of this newer portion differs slightly in texture from the original portion of the home. The metal exhaust piping for the

fireplace projects from the roof, to left of the pitch.

Rear Elevation. On the western elevation facing the rear yard, a raised 12’ wide wooden deck exiends from the enclosed porch in the
northwest corner of the building. Five-light double French doors lead from the kitchen to the deck. Five-light sidelights flank the
double doors. Two double-hung windows, a standard size window and a smaller one, are located to the right {south) side of this
facade, within the original portion of the building, which is 22" wide in this location. This wall is heavily covered in vegetation. The in-
ground spa (hot tub), built in 1881, lies in the ground to the south of the deck, covered by plywood.

Side Elevation. The 26" wide southern elevation of the building is close to the neighboring fence. Attached to the building in this
location is a lean-to wooden shed with corrugated fibergiass roof. A small vent is centered at the uppermost portion of the wall. The
three double-hung windows on this facade vary in size and display their original woodwork and surrounds, with vinyl glazing inserts.

Garage/Studio. A concrete driveway on the north side of the property close to the property line extends from 2™ Street alongside the
house toward the rear of the property, terminating at the original garage. A high lattice fence with a gate, covered with vegetation,
exiends from the back deck to this structure (in the northwast corner of the site}, which has been converted by the current owner into &
studio. Rectangular in footprini, the small structure is wood-frame and clad in v-groove shiplap siding. It has a moderately pitched roof
with gable ends facing east and west. The roof is clad with composition shingle, matching that of the home. The south etevéiion
features a centered single French door with ten lights, with flanking two-leaf, single-light casement windows. A similar window is
located on the west facade. On the east fagade, facing the street, are hinged double doors ciad in the same harizontal wood as the
main body of the building {these no longer access the interior of the building). Centered above the doors is a two-panel, “union jack”
style window. A single exterior electric downlight is centered above this window. '

Summary. The property retains good integrity, is in good condition, and is welt cared for by the current owner. The treatment and
maintenan.ce of the wooden portico are the sole concern in terms of building preservation at this time. The enclosure of the rear porch
was done in a sensitive manner with period-appropriate detailing, while maximizing the usable space for the homeowner. The original
fsingiethcartgarage has been maintained and repurposed to satisfy a contemporary use, yet maintains its historic appearance as viewed
rom the street.
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*Resource Name: 757 2nd Street E.

e s e

Residence, northern elevation and driveway
leading to studic facing west

Residence, northern elevation facing southeast
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Page 4 of 16

“Resource Name: 757 2™ Street E.

Residence, lean-to shed attached to south elevation
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Page 5 of 16 *Resource Name: 757 2™ Street E.

Residence, west facade

Studio, residence & vard
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Page 6 of 16 *Resource Name: 757 2™ Street E.

Studio, west & south facades

Studio, south facade
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Page7 of 16 *Resource Name: 757 2™ Street E.

Studio/garage, east facade

Deck with gate in backyard
spanning from home to studic.
Fecing northeast
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Neighborhood looking north on
27 Street East

i Neighborhood lcoking south on
2°% Strest East




| State of California — The Resources Agency Primary #

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRHE %
BUILDING, STRUCTURE, AND OBJECT RECORD |
Page 9 of 16 *NRHP Stajus Code 5D1: Goniributor to a district that is listed or

designated locally
“Resource Name: 757 2™ Street E.

B1. Historic Name: None
B2. Common Name:
B3. Original Use: Residence B4. Present Use: Residence
*B5, Architectural Style: Minimal Traditionai
*B6. Construction History:
The residence and garage were constructed in 1939. The front porch canopy was slightly altered and guiters added in 1982. Also in
the early 1980s, an in-ground spa (hot tub) was added to the backyard. Changes made in 1884 include the signage addition to the
front of the house; renovation of the rear porch for an extended kifchen area (casement windows and French doors were added at
this time); the addition of the rear wood deck; and the renovation of the garage for a studio, which included adding the windows and
replacing the door on the south fagade. Owner Suzanne Clark’s photographs from 1384 show that a simple fence and gate between
the home and original garage structure has since been removed and a lattice fence parallel to the driveway added. The original
windows have been replaced with vinyl frames in some locations, within the same openings.

*B7. WMoved? &No Oves OUnknown  Date: Original Location:
*B38. Related Features: The garage on the site has been converted 1o a studio. The site features mature landscaping.
B9a. Architect: Unknown b. Builder: Unknown
*B10. Significance: Theme: Residential development Area: Sonoma
Period of Significance: 1938 Property Type: Domestic Applicable Criteria: A, C

History of property. Research did not reveal the name of the original owners of the house and garage, or who buili the structures. in
later years, between 1974 and 1980, it was one of several properties that joint partners Erma M. Mishler and Adelaide S. Deutchen
owned together in Sonoma and El Verano. The pariners owned at least five other properties with another couple, Bernard and Helen
Fernandez in these years. The residence at 757 2™ Street E. appears to have been a renial property when it was owned by
Deutchen and Mishler. While the name of the property in the 1978 Sonoma League survey of the area was noted as “Deutchen
House,” there is no indication and research did not reveal that Mischler or Deutchen ever lived in the house {they lived at 453 York
Courtin Sonoma in 1978). Continued on sheet 10 of 16

B11. Additional Resaurce Attributes: HP2 — Single family property; HP4 — Ancillary building

*B12. References:
“adele Deutschen” (obit.). The Press Democrat, Santa Rosa, California, 22 December 1880.

Ames, David and McClelland, Linda Flint. “Historic Residential Suburbs: Guidelines for Evaluation and Documentation for the National
Register of Historic Places,” National Register Bulletin. 2002. Continued on sheet 11 o 16

B13. Remarks: None

*B14. Evaluaior:
Diana J. Painter, PhD/Alison Garcia Kellar
Painter Preservation & Planning
388 Patien Street
Sonoma, CA 95476 T
(707} 763-6500

*Date of Evaluation: January 28,2014 s

(This space reserved for ofiicial comments.)
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| DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HR
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Page 10 of 16 *Rescurce Name: 757 2™ Street E.
*Recorded by: Diana Painter/Alison Garcia Kellar *Date: January 5, 2014 @ Continuation 01 Updaie

*B10. Significance
Coniinued from sheet 8 of 16

Deutchen (1927-1980), from New York, served in the military for 28 years, from 1940 fo 1969, retiring as a sergeant (SSDI: 2074).
Soon after leaving the armed forces, Deutchen moved to Sonoma, where she worked as a real estate broker with Bear Flag Realty. It
is probably due to the nature of her work as a realtor that she came to own so many properties in town. She was highly involved in the
community as a member of the Sonoma Architectural Review Commission, & member of Sonoma Soroptimists Club, and director of
the Sonoma Valley Chamber of Commerce. Deutchen resided in Sonoma ten years after she retired, until her death in 1980 (Press

Democrat. 1980).

Mishler (1932- ), from Caoberg, Oregon, lives in Sonoma. She also served in the military and in 1956, was a sergeant in the Women’s
Army Corps (The Anniston Star, 31 May 7956). In 1984 she sold the property to Suzanne Clark, of South Carolina.

Urban history. The property located at 757 2™ Street E. is within the City of Sonoma’s Historic Overlay Zone, within the original
Harold Subdivision Plat. The earliest attainable Sanborn Fire Insurance Map in 1923 shows the block bound by France and Chase
Streets to the north and south and by (then) Austin Way and 2" Sireet E. to the west and east as comprising a single parcel of land. in
1923, an earlier residence at 765 2 Street E. was the only building present on this block. By the 1947 Sanborn update, the land had
heen subdivided into at least 13 parcels with 15 single family homes. Today there are 23 parcels on the block, reflecting later infill
development, of which the subject property is an example. The block is representative of those found throughout the southeast
portion of the Historic District Overlay, displaying a mix of mostly modest single family residences in a wide variety of architectural
styles, occurring from the late 19" through the mid-20" century. it is this mix of styles and ages, with a relatively consistent
architectural scale, that lends charm to this neighborhood and contributes to its livability.

Architectural contexi. Minimal Traditional style. This residence is designed in the Minimal Traditional style with Colonial Revival
influences. This side-gabled-roof house type (also known as a “Cape Cod") was widely published in patiern books and mass-market
domestic publications in the 1930s and 1840s. The type is characteristic of residential architecture from the post-World War | era
through the Great Depression, extending until just after World War {l.

in 1934, the National Housing Act was passed, which provided new standards for residential building, including design, construction,
site planning, and financing for economical home construction. From this act, the Federal Housing Administration (FHA) was created,
which promoted standardized house plans and construction methods through their groundbreaking bulletin, “Principles of Planning ’
Small Houses,” first published in 1936. Targeted at contractors, builders and the average working-class American, the bulietin
ilustrated the most basic variations of Minimal Traditional homes and offered detailed information about the FHA's new loan and
financing programs {McAlester, 2013: 587-8).

Five house types were included in this publication, each of which were to provide maximum accommodation at minimum cost. “Type
A" was very similar to this home. It was the simplest of these houses and featured a side-gabled design, with a centralized door and
two flanking windows. It was comprised of a small kitchen, larger living room with a bathroom and two bedrooms adjoined by a small
ceniralized hallway. “Options” for the house types featured in the FHA publication included small porticoes, porches, fireplaces, and 1
attached or detached garages. These options were typicaily extra-cost items that could be incorporated into the home by the ’
developer or builder (Suburban Landscapes: 2001).

Colonial Revival style. The application of the Colonial Revival style to residential architecture was very popular throughoui the 1920s
as new housing for middle-class Americans was in demand and the implications of architeciure reminiscent of early America had a E
mass-appeal. It would continue to be a popular style, often applied io modest cotiages, into the Depression years. Common features
of the style, as applied to homes such as this, are “classical” entryways, fixed shutters and white painted clapboard (Walker, 1996:
200). Architectural symmetry and simplified features including capital and base ornamentation and pediment are characteristic of this
architectural style and noticeable at 7567 2" Street East. It is most likely due to the entryway portico’s open pediment, which resis on
two tapered columns with base and capital, that the 1978 Sonoma League for Historic Preservation Historical Survey noted the '
properly as, “the best example in [sic] the block of [a] Colonial Style cotiage” (Sonoma League, 1978).

Summary. The Minimal Traditional house is a small, detached, single-family home that was developed to satisfy the demand for low-
cost housing during difficuli economic times. 1t was smartly designed, weli-built, and affordable. The Colonial Revival elements
contributed style to the homes, perhaps recalling the more stately versions of the 1920s. This home is a good example of the type and
styie and thersfore of the era.
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Evaluation. The following is an evaluation of the property at 757 2"¢ Sireet East, according to the California Register for Historic
Places eligibility criteria established for this purpose. Historical significance may be determined by meeting one or more criteria,
provided the resource is over 50 years of age and maintains integrity.

1: It is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad patterns of local or regional history, or the
cultural heritage of California or the United States;

The residence ai 757 2™ Street E. is representative of the resideniial development that occurred in this southeast neighborhood
over time. It is an example of a slightly newer infill residence (pre-World War if), which is also representative of the neighborhood.
While the ages of the siructures and the architectural styles in the neighborhood vary, it continues to be consistent in scale and
deveiopment patterns. This house is consistent with these patterns.

2. tiis associated with the fives of persons important to local, California, or national history;
No persons important to local, California, or national history are known to be associated with this resource.

3. It embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of construction, or represents the worl of a
master, or possesses high artistic values;

The building on this property embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period and method of construction. The home's simple
appearance as a reinterpretation of an early American vernacular form, the Cape Cod, coupled with the time of its construction, make
for a distinctive example of an early FHA-promoted house type. These homes, while relatively common, are significant for their
ambodiment of a trying period in American history and yet an innovative period in American architectural history.

As architects received very few commissions during the 1930s, they were eager to put their skills to use on these smaller-scaled
homes. This is clearly conveyed through the denberately compact programming, adherence to an economy of building materials, and
blend of architecturai styles present at 757 27 “ Street E. The precise symmetry of the buiiding’s facade, its gable roof form, and
whimsical interpretation of a classical cpen pediment are token elements of the Colonial Revival style The decision to clad the exterior
waills in a stucco finish may have been a coniemporary nod o Sonoma'’s historic adobe building tradition. The house also exhibits
minimal oramentation and streamiinad details as character-defining features. This 1839 home is a good example of a Minimal
Traditional building with Colonial Revival details, the standard “building biock” of suburban neighborhoods from this era.

4. Has yielded, or has the potential ic yield, information important to the prehistory or history of the local area, California or the nation

This criterion is typically applied to archaeological resources and is not refevant to this evaluation.

B12. References
Continued from sheet 9 of 16
Building permits. On file, City of Sonoma, accaessed 2014.

Downey, Lynn. A Short History of Sonoma. Reno: University of Nevada Press, 2013.

McAlester, Virginia Savage, A Field Guide to American Houses: The Definitive Guide to Identifying and
Understanding America's Domestic Architecture. New York: Alfred A. Knopf, 2013 (1884).

Residential Building Record, Miscellaneous Building Record. On file, Sonoma County Assessor, accessed 2014,
Sanborn Fire insurance maps, 1923, 1923 updaied to 1947. Sonoma, California.
Scott, Mel. The San Francisco Bay Area: A Metropolis in Perspective, Berkeley: The University of California Press, 1985.

cial Security Death Index (SSDI) eniry for Adelaide Deutschen, 1927-1980, accessed online at Ancestry.com, 15 January 2014,
Sonoma League for Historic Preservation Historical Survey. Sonoma, CA: Sonoma League for Historic Preservation. 1978-1998.
“Suburban Landscapes: The Federal Housing Administration’s Principles for Neighborhood Planning and the Design of Small

Houses,” March 2001, hitto/Awww.cr.nps.gov/nr/oublications/bulietins/01workshop/sub _landsc.him. Accessed online, January
2014. ) )

Walker, Les. American Homes: The lilustrated Encyclopedia, Mew York: The Overlook Press, 1986,




| State of California — The Resources Agency
| DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

(CONTINUATION SHEET

Primary #
HR

Trinomial

Page 12 of 16

“Hesource Name: 757 2°° Street E,

*Recorded by: Diana Painter/Alison Garcia Kellar

*Date: January 5, 2014 Continuation d Update

1982 photo, front {east} facade

1982 photo, prior to garage
remodel




| siate of California — The Resources Agency
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION

SKETCH MAP

Primary #
HR#

Trinomial

Page 13 of 16

*Drawn By: Alison Garcia Keliar

“Resource Name: 757 27° Street E.

*Date: January 2014

37
12
& Residence :
34 15
22 e
26’

“T4
{{e]

i

ure 1: Sketch map (parcel lines not noted)




Siate of California — The Resources Agency Primary #

DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HR#
|CONTINUATION SHEET Trinomial

Page 14 of 186 “Resource Name: 757 27 Sireet E.

*Recorded by: Diana Painter/Alison Garcia Kellar *Date; January 2014 & Continuation [0 Update
COUNTY ASSESSOR'S FARCEL MAFP TAX RATE AREA 1635
6000
6-012 -
] : % L
; WETEY STREET)
e
P :
o )
& b /
TR . ;
N |
s =
< 24 g
= < ‘ » Eé\ ::;
= b
= =
2
e o)




|

State of California — The Resources Agency Primary #
DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HRi#
; g%é?@ﬁ MAP Trinomial

Fage 15 of 16

*Drawn By: Alison Garcia Kellar

*Resource Name: 757 2™ Street E

*Date: January 2014




Primary #

| state of California — The Resources Agency
| DEPARTMENT OF PARKS AND RECREATION HR
L@@ﬁ‘?g@?‘é E&ﬁé? Trinomial
*Rescurce Name: 757 27 Street E.

Page 15 of 16

2
W

©
TR

e

1
- 5use B
e

i '

e
i = £ Corners

fie

"Bueng V

ista

Figure 4: Regional location map



1 PAINTER

PRESERVATION

PLANNING

HISTORIC PRESERVATION & URBAN DESIGN

February 17, 2014

Ms. Suzanne Clark
757 2™ Street E.
Sonoma, CA 95476

Re: Design Review for 757 2™ Street E.
Dear Ms. Clark,

This letter provides a review of the proposed changes for 757 2™ Street E., which is a historic
resource and is located in the City of Sonoma’s Historic Overlay Zone. According to the survey
conducted in January 2014 the resource (residence and garage) are significant under Criteria 1 of
the California eligibility criteria for its association with residential neighborhood development in
Sonoma, and under Criterion 1 for its architecture, as a good example of a 1939 Minimal
Traditional house with Colonial Revival elements. As such, it is subject to Sonoma’s design
review standards, codified in Chapter 19.42 of the Sonoma Zoning Code, “Historic Preservation
and Infill in the Historic Zone.”

Project Description

The following review is based on drawings prepared on 1-31-2014 and amended on 2-13-2014.
The proposed project is as follows. Three hundred sixty-three square feet of additional living
space in roughly an “L” shape will be added to the back of the house. The rear side gable will be
extended, and an additional rear-facing gable will be added in place of the present enclosed
porch, which has a slightly pitched shed roof. On the north side elevation, next to the driveway,
an existing double casement window with five lights in each leaf will be removed. On the south
side of the house two of the three double-hung windows will be removed. The extension of the
rear side-gable is visible on this facade, which is close to the neighboring fence. A short, six-light
clerestory window will be added toward the rear on the new portion of this fagade, placed high
under the gable. Also visible on from this view will be the double, multi-light French doors on
the north side of new gable extension, which leads out onto a deck. The rear (west) facade
displays the majority of the changes on the building. The existing French door with sidelights
will be replaced with a bank of three double casement windows with five lights in each leaf,
separated by wide mullions. The existing small, double-hung window (in the bathroom) will be
replaced with a three-light window (also in the bathroom). A single leaf French door with five
lights will be added near the center of this fagade. And two, double casement windows with five
lights each will be added on the south side of this facade, in place of the existing double-hung
window. The existing low deck will be replaced with a new low deck located in the “L” of the
rear facade.

Review

The following is a review of the proposed project with respect to the “Guidelines for preservation
and adaptive reuse” of the Zoning Code (19.42.040) and “Additions to Existing Structures”
(19.42.040 (D)), as well as a review with respect to the Secretary of Interior’s Standards.

Mailing address: PO Box 2899 ¢+ Salern, OR 97308 ¢ 707.763.6500
California office: 388 Patten Street * Sonoma, CA 95476 + 707.763.6500
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1. General Rehabilitation Principles.

a. Historic structures should be recognized for their own time and style. Rehabilitation
should not try to create a preconceived concept of history, but should reuse existing
or appropriate features.

The new features added to this structure are appropriate to the time frame within
which this house was constructed, which was 1939.

b. Rehabilitation of historic structures should try to retain and restore original
elements first. If damage or deterioration is too severe, the element should be
recreated using original materials to match the color, design, texture, and any other
important design features.

This guideline is not applicable, as this project is primarily a new addition to a
historic structure.

¢. When replacement is necessary and original material cannot be obtained,
substitution material should incorporate the color, design, and texture that conveys
the visual appearance of the original material.

Not applicable.

2. Doors.

a. Older structures almost always had solid wood doors that fit the particular style of
the structure. The front door of the structure was the most ornate with secondary
doors usually more utilitarian in appearance. The shape, size, and style of doors are
an important feature of all historical architectural styles and the original design/type
should be maintained.

The new doors on the rear of the building match the existing doors on the rear of the
building, which are multi-light French doors. These are likely not original to the
residence, but it is not known what the original rear door looked like. These doors
are compatible with earlier changes to the building and the other features on the new
addition, which are appropriate to the age and style of the structure.

b. Original doors should be repaired in place whenever possible. When replacement
is necessary, the replacement door should match the original design and materials as
close as possible.

Mailing address: PO Box 2899 ¢ Salem, OR 97308 ¢ 707.763.6500
California office: 388 Patten Street * Sonoma, CA 95476 * 707.763.6500
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The original (as far as we know) door on the building will not be affected by this
remodel.

c. If the original door is missing, appropriate design and materials should be selected
by studying the doors of similar structures in the surrounding neighborhood or
consulting books on architectural styles. Many older style panel doors are still
available from material suppliers and may match the original doors very closely.

The proposed new door on the rear of the building matches the rear door on the
building now. It’s possible that the original rear door on the structure was a multi-
light French door, but this has not been verified. The planned new door is
appropriate to the age and style of the building.

3. Exterior Materials.

a. The original exterior building materials should be retained whenever possible. It is
not desirable to use mismatched materials of different finishes, shapes, sizes, or
textures.

The finish of the new addition will match the existing building.

b. Structures with original wood siding should not be stuccoed in an attempt to
modernize their appearance. Likewise, plastic shingles should not be used to replace
wood siding or shingles.

Stucco is the original finish of this building.

¢. Replacing wood siding with aluminum siding of the same shape and size as the
original siding can be an alternative, but care shall be taken to use siding of the
appropriate size.

N/A.

d. Brick surfaces should not be sandblasted in an attempt to remove old paint.
Sandblasting would damage the natural fired surface of the brick, and cause it to lose
its water repellent qualities. Also, mechanical grinders should not be used to remove
mortar as this can damage the brick surrounding the joint.

N/A.

4. Ornamentation and Trim.

Mailing address: PO Box 2899 ¢ Salem, OR 97308 + 707.763.6500
California office: 388 Patten Street * Sonoma, CA 95476 + 707.763.6500
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a. Most often it is the authentic decoration and trim on a structure that lends character
and identifies the structure with its particular architectural style. Original
ornamentation should be preserved whenever feasible.

Original ornamentation on the building will not be affected by the remodel. The
existing trim is very plain; the new trim will also be plain. A change from the existing
is the addition of wide mullions, which are typical of the Tudor Revival style.

b. If the material needs to be removed to be repaired or copied, determine how the
piece is attached and carefully plan the work to be sensitive to the material. Any
prying action should be slow and careful, with a minimal amount of force.

N/A.

¢. If the ornamentation or trim is comprised of several layers of materials, it is helpful
to sketch the components as they come apart to ensure proper reassembly. if the
pieces are beyond repair, a skilled finish carpenter should duplicate the original work,

N/A.

5. Porches and Stairs.

a. During rehabilitation efforts, the design integrity of the front porch should not be
compromised. Front porches should not be enclosed with walls or windows.

The front porch will not be affected by this remodel.

b. If enclosing the porch is the only viable means of adding needed space, care
should be taken to use decoration(s), doors, siding materials, trim details, and
windows that match the facade of the structure surrounding the porch.

This remodel will remove an existing enclosed porch on the rear of the building. This

guideline is not applicable.

6. Roofs.

a. Roofs are important both functionally and aesthetically. Great care should be taken
to ensure that roofs are watertight and that roofing materials are compatible with the
original style of the structure. Oftentimes roofs only need repairs, but when
replacement is necessary roofing materials should be selected that are appropriate to
the structure’s architectural style.

The new roofing material will match the existing roofing material.

Mailing address: PO Box 2899 * Salem, OR 97308 * 707.763.6500
California office: 388 Patten Street * Sonoma, CA 95476 * 707.763.6500
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b. It should be recognized that fire safety requirements may preclude reroofing a

structure in its original material. The determination of what material to use for the

replacement of wood shingles or shakes in historic structures should be based on
compatibility with the colors and materials used elsewhere on the structure.

The new roofing material will match the existing roofing material.

7. Windows.

a. Most older/historic structures had wood framed windows that were either
casement, double hung, or fixed. The shape, size, and style of windows are an
important feature of most architectural styles and the original type window should be
maintained.

The existing historic windows on this house are double-hung. The windows added in
a later remodel are multi-light casement windows. The planned new windows are
multi-light casement windows, which are appropriate to the age and style of the
building.

b. When window replacement is necessary, it is preferred that the new window be an
exact match of the original.

N/A. There are no window replacements planned for this remodel. All new windows
are in different locations than the existing windows.

c. An alternative to special milling may be the use of an “off-the-shelf” standard
window that closely matches the original.

N/A.

d. Aluminum or plastic frame windows should not be used as replacements on any
part of an historically valuable structure without justification. The use of such materials
is highly visible and the contrast of materials and styles can permanently affect the
architectural integrity of the structure. The use of traditional materials is preferred.

The planned new windows have wood frames, which is the same material as the

existing historic windows.

D. Additions to Existing Structures. Additions to historically valuable structures may be necessary
to ensure their continued use. Modifications (e.g., additions, new entrances and exits, parking

facilities, handicap facilities, and seismic strengthening) should be made with care so as not to
compromise a structure’s historically valuabie features, finishes, or materials.

Mailing address: PO Box 2899 * Salem, OR 97308 * 707.763.6500
California office: 388 Patten Street ¢+ Sonoma, CA 95476 * 707.763.6500
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1. Site Plan Considerations. Additions should be carefully placed to minimize changes in
the appearance of the structure from the public right-of-way. Whenever possible, additions
should be placed to the side or rear of the structure and should not obstruct the

appearanc

e of the structure from the public right-of-way.

The planned new addition is on the rear of the building and is virtually not visible from the

public right-of-way.

2. Architec

a. Ad

tural Compatibility.

ditions to historically valuable structures should incorporate the distinctive

architectural features of the original structures including:

i. Door and window shape, size, and type;

The new doors and windows match those of the earlier remodel.
ii. Exterior materials;

The new exterior materials will maich the existing building.

iii. Finished floor height;

The finished floor height will not be changed.

iv. Roof material, pitch, and style; and

The roof material will match the existing. The roof pitch and style will be
altered slightly on the back of the building. This change is not visible from the
public right-of-way.

v. Trim and decoration.

The trim and decoration matches that of the existing building, with the exception
that the new mullions are slightly wider.

b. Refer to the rehabilitation guidelines, subsection (C) of this section, Preservation

and Rehabilitation of Existing Structures, for discussion of appropriate exterior doors,

porches, wail materials, windows, etc.

3. Roof Pitch and Style.

Mailing address: PO Box 2899 * Salem, OR 97308 ¢ 707.763.6500
California office: 388 Patten Street ¢+ Sonoma, CA 95476 ¢ 707.763.6500
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a. The roof of a structure, especially its pitch and style, is an important architectural
element that should be taken into consideration when planning an addition.

The roof pitch and style will be altered slighily on the back of the building. The
side gable portion of the building will be asymmetrical, versus its symmetrical
appearance today, and the pitch will be slightly altered to accommodate
required floor-to-ceiling height on the interior. This change is not visible from

the public right-of-way.
b. Whenever possible, the pitch and style on the addition should match the original.

The roof pitch and style will be altered slightly on the back of the building. The
side gable portion of the building will be asymmetrical, versus its symmetrical
appearance today, and the pitch will be slightly altered to accommodate
required floor-to-ceiling height on the interior. This change is not visible from

the public right-of-way.
¢. Roof materials should also match as close as possible.

The planned roofing materials will match the existing.
4. Second-Story Additions.

a. Because adding an additional story to an existing structure will always change the
structure’s proporiions, such additions should be carefully designed to follow similar
two-story examples of the particular style that may be found in the surrounding
neighborhood.

N/A.

b. Integrating the new second-story addition into the original design of the structure
may be easier if the addition is set back from the front facade so that it is less
noticeable from the public right-of-way. (Ord. 06-2013 § 2(A) (Exh. B), 2013; Ord.
2003-02 § 3, 2003. Formerly 19.42.030).

N/A.

Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilaition

1. A property will be used as it was historically or be given a new use that requires
minimal change to its distinctive materials, features, spaces, and spatial relationships.

Mailing address: PO Box 2899 ¢ Salem, OR 97308 ¢ 707.763.6500
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The property will maintain the same use that it has today and had historically.

The historic character of a property will be retained and preserved. The removal of
distinctive materials or alteration of features, spaces, and spatial relationships that
characterize a property will be avoided.

The historic character of the property will be retained and preserved. The majority
of the features on the building that will be changed are changes that occurred in the
past. Other features that will be removed are one-over-one-light, double-hung
windows on secondary facades. They are not distinctive features. The exterior
historic spaces and spatial relationships that characterize the rear of the lot today
will be maintained.

Each property will be recognized as a physical record of its time, place, and use.
Changes that create a false sense of historical development, such as adding
conjectural features or elements from other historic properties, will not be
undertaken.

The changes proposed for the building, which include the addition of doors and
windows on the rear side and rear facades, match those of the existing changes that
occurred in the past. These changes — the multi-light doors and windows — were and
are appropriate to the age and style of the building.

Changes to a property that have acquired historic significance in their own right will
be retained and preserved.

N/A. The changes that occurred on the building in the past are approximately 30
years old and have not acquired significance in themselves.

Distinctive materials, features, finishes and construction techniques or examples of
craftsmanship that characterize a property will be preserved.

All the distinctive materials, features, finishes and construction methods on the house
will be preserved.

Deteriorated historic features will be repaired rather than replaced. Where the
severity of deterioration requires replacement of a distinctive feature, the new feature
will match the old in design, color, texture, and, where possible, materials.
Replacement of missing features will be substantiated by documentary and physical
evidence.

N/A.

Chemical or physical treatments, if appropriate, will be undertaken using the gentlest
means possible. Treatments that cause damage to historic materials will not be used.

N/A.

Mailing address: PO Box 2899 ¢ Salem, OR 97308 ¢ 707.763.6500
California office: 388 Patten Street ¢+ Sonoma, CA 95476 + 707.763.6500
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8. Archaeological resources will be protected and preserved in place. If such resources
must be disturbed, mitigation measures will be undertaken.
N/A.

9. New additions, exterior alterations, or related new construction will not destroy
historic materials, features, and spatial relationships that characterize the property.
The new work shall be differentiated from the old and will be compatible with the
historic materials, features, size, scale and proportion, and massing to protect the
integrity of the property and its environment.

The new addition and alterations to the rear sides of the building and the rear Jfacade
do not, for the most part, destroy historic materials and features or spatial
relationships. The materials that will be removed will primarily be the south side of
the rear wall and four double-hung windows. While this involves some loss of
historic fabric, it is relatively minor. The new windows and doors will contrast with
the historic windows and doors by having multiple, horizontally oriented lights.
These windows and doors match those of the last remodel, and also provide a
contrast between the historic one-over-one-light windows. The design of the original
back door is unknown.

10. New additions and adjacent or related new construction will be undertaken in such a
manner that, if removed in the future, the essential form and integrity of the historic
property and its environment would be unimpaired.

It would be possible, in the future, to reinstate the essential form and integrity of the
historic building, with some loss of historic fabric, should that become desirable in
the future.

Evaluator Qualifications

I'am an architectural historian whose qualifications meet the Professional Qualifications
Standards of the National Park Service in history and architectural history and as outlined in the
Code of Federal Regulations, 36 CFR Part 61. 1 hold a PhD in Architecture and a Masters Degree
in Urban Planning and have 30 years of professional experience in historic preservation and urban
design. Iam listed as an architectural historian on the roster of consultants on file with the State
of California Office of Historic Preservation’s Eastern Information Center at the University of
California at Riverside.

Sincerely,
Diana J. Painter, PhD, ACIP
Owner/Principal architectural historian

Mailing address: PO Box 2899 ¢ Salem, OR 97308 ¢ 707.763.6500
California office: 388 Patten Street + Sonoma, CA 95476 + 707.763.6500
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IDENTIFICATION
1. Common name: DEUTSCHEN, Adele and Mishler, Erma M.
2 Historic name, if known:
3. Street or rurai address 757 2nd Street East
City: Sonoma zip: 95476 County: _S0noma
4. Presant owner, if known: _Daptschen & Michler Address: __483 Ynrk Courr .
City: Sonoma ' ZiP: ' Ownership is:  Public D Private g
5. Present Use: Residence Originai Usa: Residence
Other past uses:
DESCRIPTION
6. Briefly describe the present physical appearance of the site or structure and describe any major aiterations from its ariginai

condition:

Is a one story stucco Colonial revival, broken pediment over doorway.
Salt box shaped. There are double windows on the side of the entrance
vith decorative shutters. Small shrubs in front and large trees in the
back. The best example in the block of Colonial style cottage

7. Locationai sketch map {draw and labei site and 8. Approximate property size: 50
surrounding streets, roads, and prominent landmarks): Lotsize (in feet) Frontage .
NQORTH 150 .

Qepthe .~~~ _':
or approx. acreage

See City Map Area 13.
9. Condition: (check one}

a. Exceilent D b. Good E c. Fair D

UTM (SONOMA QUAD)

10/547,560/4,238,570 d Dewriorated ] e. No longer in existence |_]

ig;gi’g ! Zgg;j ! ggg ! ;ig 1Q. Is the feature 2. Altered? D b. Unaitered? E
14

10/547 : 300/4 : 236,340 11. Surroundings: {Check mare than one if necessary)

a. Open land D b. Scatrered buildings D
c. Densely built-up D d. Residential E
a. Commerciai D f. Industriai D

g. Qther D

12 Threats 1o site:
a. None known b. Private development D

¢. Zoning D d. Pubiic Works project D

e. Vandalism D f. Other D

CPR 523 (Rev. 7/75) 13 Dareis) of enciosad photograph(si: 771—‘-—; /978
7




NOTE: The following ({tems 14-13) are for structures only.
14. Primary exterior building material: a. Stone D b. Brick D ¢. Stucco Zl d. Adobe D e, Wood D

f. Other | |

15. Is the structure: a. On its original site? @ b. Moved? D c. Unknown? D

16. Year of initial construction f?So This date is: a. Factual D b. Estimated E]

17. Architect {if known}:

18. Buiider (if knownj:
'19. Related features: a. Barn D b. Carriage house ‘—_—] c. Quthouse ‘—_—] d. Shed(s) ‘—_—] e. Formai garden(s) D

i. None D

f. Windmiil ‘—_—] g. Watertower/tankhousa ‘—_—] h. Other E Garage

SIGNIFICANCE

20. Briefly state historical and/or architectural importance (include dates, events, and persons associated with the site when known):

Is a good example of the Colonial Revival. It is a support building

in this area for style and size to maintain the historical develonment
of the area. ‘

21. Main theme of the historic resource: {Check only one}: a. Architecture b. Arts & Leisure D
c. Economic/industrial D d. Expicration/Settiement ‘:] e. Government D f. Military D
g. Religion ‘—_—] h. Social/Education D

22. Sources: List books, documents, surveys, personal interviews, and their dates:

23. Date form prepared)&?ﬁﬁg By {name): A. Keith/ Carla De Petris -
City Sonoma zip: J8476

Address:
Phone: 938-0510 Organization: Sonoma !aagno for Histowric Deasorys

faoa
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City of Sonoma DRC Agenda Item: g

Design Review Commission .
Meeting Date:

Agenda Item Summary 03/18/14
Applicant Project Location
Michael Marino 170 West Napa Street

Historical Significance

[] Listed on National Register of Historic Places, including Sonoma Plaza district (Significant)
[] Listed on California Register of Historic Resources (Significant)
[] Listed within Local Historic Resources Survey (Potentially Significant)
[X] Over 50 years old (Potentially Significant)
Year Built: 1925

Request
Demolition of the rear portion of the structure on the property at 170 West Napa Street.

Summary

Background: On October 17, 2002, the Architectural Review Commission approved the demolition of three structures
located on the property at 164-172 West Napa Street. The building permit expired without execution.

At this time the applicant is requesting a Demolition Permit to allow the removal of the rear portion of the structure located
at 170 West Napa Street.

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.  Isassociated 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 buildings, in August 2002, a previous applicant commissioned Diana Painter to prepare a historical
evaluation of the property to determine if the structures were historically significant. The historic resource evaluation found
that the property and structures do not meet the criteria for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources and
therefore are not historical resources as defined under CEQA (see attached Research and Evaluation for the Historic
Significance of the Properties at 164-172 West Napa Street, dated August 2002, and Supplemental Report dated September
2002). Because the structures are not historical resources, demolishing them would not have a significant effect on the
environment and the project qualifies for a Class 1 Categorical Exemption under CEQA (815301. 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 structure does not qualify as historic resources
under CEQA — the DRHPC will need to determine if the findings for approval of a demolition permit can be made. If the
DRHPC chooses to approve the demolition of the rear portion of the structure, the DRHPC may require that the inside and
outside of the building 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 property independently, please contact the applicant, Michael
Marino at (707) 732-8188.

Commission Discussion

Design Review Commission Action
O Approved U Disapproved [ Referred to: U Continued to:

Roll Call Vote: Aye Nay Abstain Absent

DRC Conditions or Modifications

Attachments:

Project narrative

Elevations and site plan

Research and Evaluation of the Historic Significant of the Properties at 164-172 West Napa Street, dated August 2002
Supplemental Report, dated September 2002.

PobdPE

cc: Michael Marino
500 Michael Drive
Sonoma, CA 95476

Marino Enterprises LLC
22455 Broadway
Sonoma, CA 95476-8229

Mary Martinez



P.O. Box 534
Sonoma, CA 95476

Patricia Cullinan, via email

Yvonne Bowers, via email
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No.1 The Plaza
.Sonoma, California 95476-9000
Phone (707).938-3681 Fax (707) 938-8775
E-Mait; cityhall@sonomacity.org

Chambolle-Musigny, France
Greve in Chianti, ltaly

Kaniv, Ukraine

Patzcuaro, Michoacan, Mexico

/—fatttp of Sond®a oy Q... 500 e ——\

October 18, 2002

Claire Stevens
1340 Vermont Avenue
Concord, CA 94521

~Subject: Review of demolition of structures at 164-172 West Napa Street .
(APN 018-202-009)

Dear Ms. StevenS'

On Thursday October 17, 2002 the Architectural Review Commission (ARC) con51dered your
application for demolition of the three structures located on the property at 164~ 172 West Napa
Street (APN 018-202-009). After public testimony and discussion, the commission voted 3-0
(with one commissioner abstalning) to approve the demolition of all structures on the property,
subject to the following condition:

— A demolition permit shall not be issued for removal of existing structures on the pr0pért)f
:until the Planning Commission has approved a project for redevelopment of the site that
1) is consistent with the small-town, historical character of Sonoma, ard 2) enhances the
streetscape.

Should you have any questions, feel free to call me.

1

Sincerely,

Rob Gjestland x
Associate Planner

cc: Cynthia Wood Thomas Haeuser

Pacific Union > Drawer G
640 Broadway Sonoma, CA 95476-0400

Sonoma, Ca 55476
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SONOMA,
ST. HEIENA,
SANTA ROSA
SAM FRANCISCO
MARIN
MONTCLAIR
10/03/02 DANVILLE
: WALNUT. CREEK

ORINDA
PACUNION.COM

City of Sonoma Staff
Attention Cl}ristine o

Please review the follow up letter from Diana Painter, Architectural Researcher regarding
the property located at 164-172 West Napa in Sonoma which is up for review before the
ARC committee. Please call me with any questions or comments.

Many Thanks,
Cymthia Wood, CRS
Agent representing the sale of 164-172 West Napa Street

640 Broadway,' Sonoma, California 95476 Tel 707.939.9500 Fax 707.939.9588
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DIANA J. PAINTER
Architectural Research, Preservation Planning,
Urhan Design

September 26, 2002

Ms. Cynthia Wood, CRS
Pacific Union

640 Broadway

Sonoma, California $5476

Desr Cynthja:

The staff at the Depot Park Museum recently came across three photos of Dr. Thomson’s house at
170 W. Napa Street, and I was able to take a Jook at them today. I was able to sce the house inits
original configuration, which is the “back’ unit ofthe 170-172 W, Napa Street duplex. '

Dr. Thomson, if ybu’u recall, was a prominent physician in town, and was married to a
granddaughter of General Vallejo.

. The house was an el-shaped cottage with a deep, wrap-around porch on the east and south sides. It
had ‘a hipped roof onrboth portions of the house, with broken-gables that gave it a shightly carved
appearance. There were four or five front steps leading to the front porch, in contrast to the two-to-
three front steps leading to the house today (it appears that the street and front of the lot were built up

over time). The house was clad in dark shingles, with square posts around the porch and wide,
painted wood window frames.

It appears that one room at the back of the duplex, where the older chimney is, is the only remaining
portion of the original cottage that can be seen from the exterior. It’s possible that the kitchen area
along the west wall en the interior of that wmit is also original. Asfar as ] can tell, the rest of the
house is gone or has been altered to such a degree that it is virtually unrecognizable.

Please let me kmow if you have any further questions.

Sincerely,

Diana Paiater, PhD

2685 A Petaluma Blvd. North - Petalnma, CA 94952 - (707) 658-0184 - d_paimcrls@;mbi.com .

l
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DIANA J. PAINTER
Architectural Research, Preservation Planning,
Urban Design :

Research and Evaluation
‘ of the Historic:Significance
of the Properties at 164-172 West Napa Street
' q ' Sonoma, Sonoma County, California
August 2002

Prepared for:

Ms. Claire Stevens, Executor
Estate of Irma Voss
1340 Vermont Avenue
Concord, California 94521

Prepared by

, Diana J. Painter, PhD

2643 A Petalumea Blvd, Norih - Petelumea, CA 94952 - (707) 658-0184 - d painter ] 5@attbi.com
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SUMMARY

This evaluation of the thiree structures at 164 ~ 172 West Napa Street has been
undertaken to determine the historical and architectural significance of the
structures and their ownership/tenancy within the setting of the City of Sonoma.
The structures were evaluated against the eligibility criteria established by the
State of California, which are consistent with the eligibility criteria for the
National Register of Historic Places. The property was evaluated against
Eligibility Criteria 2, which requires significance with respect to a direct
association with a person significant to local (or state or national) history, and
Eligibility Criteria 3, which requires significance with respect to architectural

" design.
With respect to Eligibility Criteria 2 it was found that, although the site has been
associated with local community leaders and professional people who have made
contributions to the community, the property did not meet the test of these
criteria, which is quite stringent in its requirement that the property have a direct
relationship with local leaders. All of the individuals associated with this
property lived and/or worked there for a portion of their careers. The structures
were not necessarily associated with those individuals during the most significant
periods in their careers, however, nor could a direct relationship be established
between the individuals, their contributions, and the structures.

The era in which the structures at 164 and 170-172 West Napa were developed
-and remodeled, respectively, was one in which a-variety of architectural styles
were being expressed in the design of modest cottages and bungalows. With
respect to Eligibility Criteria 3 it was found that, although the older structures on
the property displayed characteristics of this era, they were not particularly good
examples in terms of their representation of a style or genre. In addition, the
property at 170-172 West Napa has been heavily modified over time, so it is
difficult to make a correlation between the design of the structure and the
activities that took place during what would have been its period of significance.
So while both of these structures contribute to the small scale, architectural
variety, and mix of commercial/residential structures along this street, they are not
necessarily archrtectmally s:gmf cant in themselves.

164-172 West Napa Street ' Page 3 of 19




INTRODUCTION
Purpose of Report

Pacific Union has been retained by the estate of Irma Voss to undertake preliminary
permiitting for the property at 164-172 West Napa Street, prior to selling the property. In
the course of responding to initial inquiries about permitting, the City of Sonoma
requested that an evaluation of the potential historic significance of the property be
undertaken. This evaluation is being prepared prior to permit review by the Architectural
Review Commission. '

The estate of Irma Voss retained Diana J. Painter to undertake this evaluation. Tama
qualified architectural historian as defined in the Code of Federal Regulations, 36 CFR
Part 61. Iam also on the list of approved architectural historians with the State Office of
Historic Preservation’s Northwest Information Center in Rohnert Park, California. "

Project Approach

There are four ‘tests’ for the historic significance of a property or site in the State of
California. These criteria are modeled after the nationat criteria. Many local
municipalities adopt the state or national criteria by reference and use them to determine
whether sites and buildings are eligible for local, State or National Register listing. But
even if the local agency does not specifically adopt the criteria, the criteria still apply if
the proposal is subject to the California Environmental Policy Act.

- ... aresource does not need to have been identified previously either
through listing or survey to be considered significant under CEQA. In
addition to assessing whether historical resources potentially impacted by
a proposed project are listed or have been identified in a survey process,
lead agencies have a responsibility to evaluate them against the California
Register criteria prior to making a finding as to the proposed project’s
impacts o historical resources (PRC 21084.1; 14 CCR 15064.5(3)).

The State Eligibility Criteria were used to structure the research conducted for this report.

In order to be determined significant, an historical resource must meet one or more of the

following four criteria: \

1. Ttis associated with events that have made a significant contribution to the broad
patterns of local or regional history, or the cultural heritage of California or the
United States; or .

2. Itis associated with the lives of persons important to local, California, or national
history; or

164-172 West Napa Street Page 4 of 19




3. Tt embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type, period, region, or method of
construction, or represents the work of a master, or possesses high artistic values;
or

4. 1t has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information mpoﬂant to the prehistory
or:history of the local area, California, or the nation (California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) and Historic Resources, p. 31). f

In addition to meeting one or more of the above criteria, a prop?erty must retain enough of

its integrity to convey the reasons for its significance. For example, if the property is

determined to be significant for its architectural design (Criteria 3), it must retain enough
of its appearance and historic character to be recognizable as an historic resource and
representative of its period of significance (California Ertvzronmental Quality Act

{CEQA) and Historic Resources, p. 31).

’
1

If a property is determined to be significant for its association with the lives of persons
important'to local, state or national history (Criteria 2), the property must also meet
additional tests. First, the contributions of the person or persons must be determined to
be significant. One of the tests of significance in this area invo Ives comparing the
contributions of the individual or mdmduais with others aCT_lVG‘OI’ influential in the same
arena.

The second test involves determining whether the person’s association with the subject
property is significant. Guidelines established by the National Park Service for this test
state that:
= the person must be directly associated with the property;
= the property must be associated with the person during the time of their
contribution to the community or to their field; i
" the property must represent the individual’s significant contribution;
= it should compare favorably with other propexties that also represent the' person’s
historic contributions; and
* the property must retain jntegriry from the period of its significant historic
associations; again, its period of significance (Guidelines for Evaluating and
Documenting Properties Associated with Significant Persons).

The property at 164-172 West Napa Strect was evaluated against Criteria 2 and Criteria
3, as 1t was determined that these criteria had the most potent:al relevance to the subject
property.

Research Methodologp

Preparation of this report involved consultation with staff and members of the following
agencies and organizations: The State Historic Preservation Office’s Northwest
Information Center; the City of Sonoma Planning and Building Divisions; the Central-
Santa Rosa Library Local Histery Collection; Sonoma Valley Regional Library; Sonoma

13

!
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County Assessor’s Office; Sonoma County Recorder s Office; Sonoma League for .
Historic Preservation; and the Sonoma Valley Historical Society. '

Architectural resources that were consulted include: The Guide to Architecture in San
Francisco and Northern California by David Gebhard, et. al; American Architecture by
Cyril M. Harris; Classic Houses of the Twenties by J. D. Loizeaux; A Field Guide to
American Houses by Virginia & Less McAlester; and House Styles in America by James
C. Massey and Shirley Maxwell.

+

< Local history sources include Robert M. Lynch’s The Sonoma Valley Story; Saga of
Sonoma published by the Sonoma Valley Historical Society; and articles from the
Sonoma Index-Tribune.

Two site visits in August 2002 allowed for documentation of the site as it exists today.
Sanborm Maps dating from 1888, 1891, 1897, 1905, 1906, 1923 and 1934 were consulted
to document the site as it existed in the past. Assessor records supplied information on
building dates and configurations. And finally, city directories from 1905 to 2002 and
the property’s chain of title were consulted to corroborate other research. No historic
photographs were available from the above sources for the project site, with the exception
of photos of the front facades from the 1950s from the Sonoma County Assessor records.

162-172 West Napa Street | Page 6 of 19
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PROPERTY DESCRIPTION !

The site (APN 018-202-009) is addressed as 164 — 172 West Napa Street. It is located
near the northeast comer of West Napa Street and 2™ Street West, in downtown Sonoma,
onc block from the Plaza (see Figure .

Three structures occupy the rectangular site. A duplex, addressed as 170 — 172 West
Napa, is lopated on the western portion of the site {on the left, as viewed from the street);
another duplex, addressed as 166 —~ 168 West Napa, is located along the back of the lot;
and a commercial office, addressed as 164 West Napa, is located on the east side of the
site (on the right, as viewed from the street). The office is called the Moon Valley
Professional Building. There is an open carport attached to 170-172 West Napa, and a
surface parking lot exists in back of the commercial office, along the east boundary of the
site. The front yard of the property is formally landscaped as are some of the side yards

Assessor records indicated the following dates for the respectlve structures:
= 164 West Napa - 1925
" 166~ 168 West Napa — 1950
“a 170 - 172 West Napa — 1913, remodeled in 1925.

162-172 West Napa Street ' Page 7 of 19
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PROPERTY CONTEXT -

Physical Context

Historical Development: The subject property is within the original town site laid out by
General Vallejo on behalf of the Mexican government. Sanborn maps for West Napa
Street between First and Second Streets from late 19™ century, however, indicate that
very little development took place in this area prior to the turn of the century. Most of
the commercial development was on First Street West, fronting on the Plaza, which was
the center of town, "

The 1888 Sanborn shows a general store and drug store on the corner of West Napa and
First Street West, with a buggy house and wine cellar farther down the block.” The latter
were converted to dwellings by 1897. By 1905 there was a house on the corner of West
Napa and 2" Street West, but otherwise this side of the block contained only the
buildings mentioned earlier.

‘Newspaper articles indicate that much of residential development in Sonoma was taking
place east of the Plaza in the early 20™ century (“The City of Sonoma Experiencing
Home-Building Boom,” The Sonoma Index-Tribune, June 5, 1915). Commercial and
civic improvements were also underway in anticipation of visitors to the town in
conjunction with the 1915 Pan-Pacific International Exposition in San Francisco.

By 1923, the next available Sanborn map indicates that {here were numerous commercial
structures on the east half of the block, and three residences on the west half of the block
(on the north side of West Napa Street). Additional commercial buildings and
renovations of commercial buildings on the street were noted in the newspapers. The .
house at 170-172 is in its current location, although there are no other structures on the.
site. - ' '

By 1934, the last available Sanborn map for the area, there is one additional commercial
structure on the block, one additional residence, and the doctor’s office at 164 West Napa
has been added. In conclusion, it appears that most of the block developed between
about 1913 and 1925.

West Napa Street Today: Today both the north and south sides of West Napa Street
between First and 2™ Streets display a mix of building types with varying architectural
styles. Building ages span over 100 years, from the commercial structures built before
the turn of the 20" century, to contemporary structures. Most of the structures are used
for commercial purposes, The two duplexes on this site are an exception, in that they are
stiil in residential use. Two commercial properties have a residential appearance — the
Moon Valley Professional Building on this site, and the building directly-east, which is an
historic residence that has been rehabilitated and converted to commercial use.

Building styles and materials range from a false front structure with corrugated metal
siding to-a contemporary office building with some historic references and a stucco
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finish. Most buﬂd ings front on the front property line, in back of the sidewalk, with the
exception of the 7-11 at 2™ Street and West Napa. Parking occurs in side lots between
buildings or on the street. Buildings are one or two stories in helght and of relatively
small scale. Most businesses display retail storefronts. Office Uses are an exceptlon

Regulatory Context N

Historic Resources: Although the site is just 2 block off the Plaza, which was declared a
National Historic Landmark in 1961, it is not within the Sonoma Plaza National Historic
District, which was adopted in 1974 (see Figure 2). This District is comprised primarily
of properties fronting on the Plaza, with the exception of areas extendmg down East
Spain Street and East Napa Street. !

Any redevelopment that might occur on this site, however, could trigger a review for
‘Thistoric resources under the auspices of the California Environmental Quality Act, as
discussed above. A threshold that is often used by public agencies to prompt an
evaluation for historic resources is if a property is 50 years old or older. The DEIR for

the Sonoma Redevelopment Plan Project Area Amendment utlhzes 45 years as a
threshold.

The Historic Resource Survey that was conducted in Sopoma in 1979 did not include the
subject property. The closest property that was evaluated for this survey is 158 West
Napa, just:east of the subject property (see above). State records indicate that the 158
‘West Napa property “Appears Eligible for the National Reglster ” A number of
properties within the block are noted in the 1983 Redevelopment Plan as “Eligible for the
National Register” (see Figure 3). -

§
Redevelopment Project Area;: The property is within the City of Sonoma’s 1983"
Redevelopment Project Area, which takes in the downtown and the area west of
downtown all the way to Sonoma Creek. It also encompasses neighborhoods to the south
and southwest of downtown. The impetus for the Redevelopment District, as described
in the Plan, was the need for attention to inadequate infrastructure, the maintenance needs
of older structures, inadequate spatial conditions in older commercial and residential
structures,;and inadequate parking in many commercial areas.

The DEIR;for the Sonoina Redevelopment Plan Project Area Amendment notes that
redevelopment may impact historic structures, and appropriate mitigation would be to
‘determine whether sites containing structures that are or may be of historic value meet
the state’s criteria for designation as a historic resource’ (p. 16 7)

Policies and Regulations: General Plan goals that apply to this area call for ‘defining and
reinforcing the historic, small-town characteristics of Sonoma’ (Goal CDE-5). Policies
are oriented toward ensuring compatlblhty with neighborhood scale consistency with
historic building patterns, and reusing historic buildings to the greatest extent feasible (p.
24). The DEIR for the General Plan Update notes that “dlspiacement or detraction from
the surrounding character of historic sites could still occur under the proposed General

t
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Plan Update (p. 189). Implementafion strategies include developing and adopting town
design guidelines. Zoning for this area is CO — Commercial. '

1
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APPLICATION OF ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA 2:

Assocmuon with persons important to lecal, Cal forma or national
history ‘
The following is a brief discussion of persons who have been associated with this site
over time. Ownership or tenant information is taken from the preliminary title report,
newspaper accounts, newspaper advertisements, and historical directories. A difficulty
with using this information is that in the historical references, addresses were seldom
used. It-was apparently assumed that the reader knew the location of the business by
local landmarks. Therefore, tenants are listed only where a street number or building
name was given. Information about the persons discussed is ﬁom local histories and
newspaper stories.

Property Ownerships/Tenancy '

According to the preliminary title report, the first owner of this property was Arvilla
McHarvey. She is listed in the 1913 Directory as a housekeeper. The 1906 Sanborn Map
indicates that the property had not yet been subdivided into the parcel that is reflected by
current property boundaries. The first property transfer was recorded in 1903, and the
second property transfer was recorded in 1907. Both transactions were between Mrs.
Harvey and Dr. Allen M. Thomson. .

Dr. Thomson: Dr. Thomson owned this property from 1903/07 until 1927. He could
have lived,at 170/172"West Napa from 1913 on, which is when the house (now duplex)
was built. A newspaper article notes that Drs. Thompson and Hayes were to move their
offices into the upper floor of the Bulotti Building, above Sonoma Valley Furniture
Company, in 1915.

Dr. Thomson returned from service in World War [ in 1919. An ad from that year places
Dr. Thomson’s office and residence on Napa Street, “across from Mission Garage.” An
article notes that the Bulotti Building, the location of his previous office, is to be
remodeled for a bank in 1923. The offices at 164 West Napa were constructed in 1925.
In conclusion, it is possible that Dr. Thomson occupied the West Napa site in various
capacities in the 1910s/20s. i

Dr. Thomson was a prominent member of the community, as well as one of the few
doctors in Sonoma for much of his career. He came to Sonomain 1901, and married
Anita Emparan, a grand-daughter of General Mariano Vallejo, in 1902. In additionto
his service as a physnman, he was also involved in other business enterprises, including
owning a gold mine in Nevada in partnership with other local doctors and the Index-
Tribupe owner, and a fig ranch in Shasta.

Dr. Thomson was probably best known for his involvement in the forerunners of the

Sonoma Hospital, according to accounts in Robert M. Lynch’s book, The Sonoma Valley
Story. There was no hospital in Sonoma in the early twentieth century. The Crane
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Sanitarium in Boyes Springs was the closest facility. After this facility burned down in
1923, the head nurse retired to a ranch on Burndale Road. Dr. Thomson and three other
doctors in town - Drs. Wilford B. Hayes, Sophus Boolson and A. K. McGrath - persuaded
her to open what became known as the Burndale Sanitarium in 1924. Dr. Edward J,
Finnerty joined the group in 1927.

Dr. Thomson was also involved in the development of a modern clinic in Santa Rosa,
along with four Santa Rosa doctors, in 1925. It was to be located at 5™ and Washington,
on the second floor of the Elks Building, and organized along the same lines as the Mayo
Clinic. One account has him spending the remainder of his career in Santa Rosa.

Dr. Finnerty: Dr. Finnerty purchased the property in December 1927, and it was in his
family until March 1943. It was sold to Althea Edwards in March 1943, who sold it to
Pasquale Ventimiglia in January 1944. Dr. Finnerty, as noted above, was part of the

Burndale Sanitarium.

Dr. Newman: An article in the January 22, 1943 issue of the Index-Tribune notes that
Dr. Newman, who had formerly practiced with Dr. Carroll-E
over the offices of Dr. Finnerty, who had accepted a position on the staff of the Sonoma
State Home. The property on West Napa would be sold to Mr. and Mrs. Floyd Edwards,
who would remodel the house for apartments and occupy one unit themselves. Dr.
Newinan’s offices were advertised at 164 West Napa through the mid-1950s. -

About 1944 the Burndale Road facility was taken over by Dr. McGrath, joined by Drs.
Carroll B. Andrews and William J. Newman. At that time, however, a new facility was
sought. The group leased a two-story building in Buena Vista in 1945. Among the first
directors was Dr. Andrews. This facility was used for twenty years, although the need for
a new, modern hospital was regularly expressed.

Dr. Andrews: Another physician listed at West Napa in 1941 was Carroll B. Andrews.
Dr. Andrews had come to Sonoma in 1933. As noted above, he was also associated with
the Burndale Sanitarium in 1944 and Buena Visa in 1945. By 1949 Andrews and others
were listed at the American Trust Buﬂdmg on West Napa. Dr. Andrews retired in 1973
after 40 years of service.

In 1952 a committee was formed, including Dr. Newman, to seek a new hospital site and
funding. ‘A bond election for this new hospital was defeated in 1953. This was attributed
to the work of a committee headed by Dr. Andrews, according to Robert Lynch.
Eventually a bond election passed, and the new hospital opened in 1957.

Mr. Newton Dal Poggetto: A local prominent attorney, former judge, and community
leader, Newton Dal Poggetto, had his offices at the 164 West Napa building in the late
1960s and early 1970s. He was a founding member of the Sonoma Valley Chamber of
Commerce, which started in March 1930.
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In 1944 the property was sold to Edward Voss, and it has remained in his family to the
present. The Vosses have used the property for a rental throughoul their ownership.

Evaluation

The offices at 164 West Napa Street have been associated with a number of important
and prominent local citizens. Most of the individuals discussed here lived in Sonéma for
much of their career and put in many years of service to the conimunity. However. they
are among:many others who have played an important role in the formation of the
iffstifitions of Sonoma. Further, it appears that most professionals in the town had a
ﬁh&?ﬁws over the course of their careers, some which may be more
directly associated with the periods in which their main contributions were made. In

conclusion, it appears that the structures at 164-172 West Napa do not meet the criteria
for association with persons important to local history.

i
s L E
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APPLICATION OF ELIGIBILITY CRITERIA 3:

Embodies distinctive architectural characteristics of a lype, period,
region, or method af construction, or represents the work of a master, or
possesses high artistic values

3

164 West Napa ’Street

Architectural description: This is a one-story, wood-frame structure with a concrete
foundation and composite roof. 1t has a rectangular floor plan, which runs north/south
along the east side of the lot. The exterior finish is heavily textured stucco, with brick
detailing, primarily at the window sills. A gable roof faces the street, and a cross gable
faces the entry drive to the west. The rear addition also has a gable facing the parking
area. The structure has a corner entry on the front fagade, facing the entry drive, a side
entry off the driveway, and an entry to the back addition near the parking area. 1t is 1,471
square feet in size.

The front fagade features a three-part window, with a double-hung window in the center
{originally six panes over one pane), and eight fixed panes in the sidelights. The sill is
brick. A wood vent set in an arched opening with quoin details and a brick sill is
centered under the gable. Single, double-hung windows with six panes over one are
typical throughout the structure. . Most frames are wood, and sills are brick. The vent
detail is-also repeated throughout the structure. The back addition has a simpler,
contempotary window and entry, and a plain, rectangular rather than decorative vent.

The front corner entry features an arched opening that is-also round in plan; that is,
projecting from the doorway. This projecting shape is echoed in the stoop and stairs.
The arch features brick detailing in the surround. A stepped parapet wall, topped with
brick, helps define the entry and small planting areas. A stepped wall of similar design
also defines the patio that leads to the stairs, which is stamped, colored concrete These
are the main character-defining features of the building.

Backeround: This structure has, by all appearances, always been used for offices, despite
its residential character. According to assessor records, it was constructed in 1925. Ttis
noted on the 1934 Sanborn map as a doctor’s office with x-ray. 1At that time, there was
no rear addition. The first assessment on the property was done in 1949, and the records
show the structure as it currently exists. In other words, the addition was probably built
between 1934 and 1949. Records also indicate that there are two offices and three exam
TOOInS. ( :

The photograph in the assessor’s records, which appears to be from the 1950s, shows the
front fagade substantially as it exists today with the exception of the middle panel of the
front window, which has been changed from a wood-frame double-hung window with six
lights over a single pane, 1o a double-hung, aluminum frame window.

164-172 West Napa Street . Page 14 of 19



Evaluation: With the exceptions noted, this structure: appears té have been unmodified
since it was built, and is well-maintained. The landscaping is essentially as designed,
including the front entry patio and hardscape details matching the house. Although the
structure has apparently always been used for commercial purposes, it was obviously
built 1o convey a residential appearance, and an appearance compatible with the
residential structure across the driveway. As a result of the similar scale of the two
structures, and similar roof lines and front set-backs, the residence and office present a
coherent and complimentary appearance as viewed from the street, despite architectural
differences. .

166 — 168 West Napa Street !

Architectural description: This one-story, wood-frame structure has a concrete
foundation and flat roof. It is a rectangular building, running cast to west at the rear of
the lot. The siding has a stucco finish. The two units are essentlally divided by a double
garage with contemporary, roll-up door. There is a pair of double-hung, aluminum frame
windows between the front door and garage for each unit, and a single, double-hung
aluminum frame window on the far side of each front fagade. The units are set back from
the side and rear fence lines with a six-to-ten foot yard. The easterly unit has a bamboo
and wood fence-separating a yard area from the parkmg lot. The units are 672 square
feet each, excluding the garage.

Background: Thls duplex was built in 1950, according to assessor records. No exterior
modifications are known to have occmed over tire.

Evaluation: This is'a straight-forward, utilitarian structure. Landscaping and detailing is
minimal. The location of the structure on the lot and its relationship to the other
buildings and parking areas result in the building fronting on pubhc parking areas, with
minimal private outdoor space. '

170-1 72 West Napa Street '

Architectiral description: This is a one-story, wood-frame structure with a partial stone
foundation and composite roof. It has alargely rectangular-floor plan, running
nortl/south on the west side of the lot. The front unit has a-stucco finish, and the rear unit
has a stucco finish on a postion of #, with shingle siding on the 'majority of the unit.

There is an attached three-car carport with an enclosed storage area in the back. Records.
indicate that the carport was rebuilt in 1991. There is a total of 2,344 square feet of living
area, including both uaits.

This structure displays an enclosed front entry with asymmetncal gable roof projecting
from the front fagade, which also has a gable roof with a similar pitch. Ashlar concrete
steps lead to the front door. There is a tall, narrow side light with three fixed panes to the
left of the front door. This detail is repeated on the side walls elncIosing the porch.
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The fagade of the front porch is visually extended with a narrow buttress on the right
hand side, and the fagade of the main structure is extended on the lefR with an arched |

wing wall leading to a side yard off the patio. The patio is again stamped, colored
concrete, with a wood fence and formal landscaping.

Double-hung windows flank the front porch, with aluminum awnings and decorative
metal grills. Originally, these were e1ght»paned casement windows, but they have been
replaced. A wood, horizontally-oriented vent is located under the gable. A dramatic
chimney on the right hand side of the structure is alsoc apparent from the ‘front.

On the east facade, large double—hung windows flank the chimney on the facade nearest
the street. Next a screened entry porch leads to doors to both the front and rear unit.
Finally, a bank of four, double-hung windows in a wide wood frame is featured on the
northern-most section of the stucco unit. This area is actua]ly thhm the rear unit,
although 1t is within the gable-on-hip roof of the front unit.

The next section of the east fagade appears almost as 2 ﬁ*eé-standing room which projects
slightly from the main fagade of the building. This ‘room’ has shingle siding, and
features two asymmetrically placed windows and a door. It has a shallow roof pitch with
a east facing gable-end. The slope of its roof abuts the sloping roofs to the north and
south. A large chimney, brick rather than the stucco finish of the front chimney, is

visible to the far right, on the northern-most section of the building.

The remainder of the structure to the porth, including another room, two covered o
passageways, a covered storage area, and the carport, feature a variety of windows and
doors, with a variety of finishes. This is an older portion of the building which has
obviously been heavily modified over time. It is all finished in dark shingles, W1th
curved rafter details, painted white.

Backeround: This duplex was originally constructed in 1913, according to asséssor
records, and remodeled in 1925 (although records show the effective date of the remodel
to be 1919). The structure was first appraised in 1949. The assessor’s sketch shows the
structure as currently configured. The accompanying photograph of the front facade,
which appears to be from the 1950s, also shows the current appearance of the stmcﬁire,
with the exception of the windows on the front fagade. These appear to have been double
casement windows withi eight lights on each panel Today the windows appear tobe
double hung, aluminum-frame wmdows set in a wood frame, with vmyl partitions on the
upper pane.

The 1923 Sanborn map shows the front unit with essentially the same “footprint” and
location as today. It has a different front entry and front porch however, indicating that
the fagade was heavily modified, if the whole unit was not rebuilt.

The footprint of the second or rear unit appears essentlally as it is today, with the

exception of an additional room with an exterior eniry located at about the mid-point of
the east fagade. This room was added later, some time between 1923 and 1934. The

164-172 West Napa Street o Page 16 of 19



m '
. ‘
»

carport, as noted, was rebuilt in 1919. In its place was a smaller accessory structure in
1923.

!

T

L]
The 1934 Sanborn map shows the structure as currently configured. Note, however, that
these records only show exterior walls, and not interior or other modifications.

Evaluation: There are a number of roof forms on this structure &lmt abut one another,
with different rafier and soffit details. On the interior, the number of interior finishes,
from wood lath and plaster to gypsum board to board and batten to knotty pine paneling
indicates many modifications over time, as well as varying attention to finishes. The
large number of exterior entrances and unconventional room re]atlonshnps are another
indication:that the structure has been modified over time to accommodate different
living/rental arrangements. This is corroborated by the fact that most windows have,
different design details, as do doors and entries.

Architectural Context . ‘

The two older structures on this site, the office and the west duplex, were built and
remodeled at a time wlien period revivals were popular for adaptatlon to small residences.
The economic prosperity of the 1920s and availability of inexpensive labor and materials
are reasons given for the boom in home-building. Pattern books with plans and {empiing
illustrations were readily available to builders and property owners. Even prefabricated
homes were available in ‘New England Colonial, Dutch Colonial, Gothic or half- tlmber
Modern Enghsh, Italian, or Spamsh Mission’ styles.

The Mission Revival style was particularly popular, especially in California. It evolved
from a heightened awareness of this earlier heritage, as the missions were being
rehabilitated. It was introduced in expositions around the counny from the 1880s to
1915,-and became particularly popular in California, where architects and builders were
seeking an architectural vocabulary that distinguished local architecture from the revival
styles popular on the east coast. The rebuilding of the mission in Sonoma, of course,
could have provided a direct inspiration herc for adaptation of stylistic elements from the
Mexican era. . |

f t

The overall appearance of the “cottages,” that is, the front unit of the duplex and the
office, appear to be consistent with home-building trends of the'time. The front duplex
was remodeled (or perhaps rebuilt) in an English Cottage style, judging by the narrow
projecting:front entry with its asymmetrical gable. The slight buttress on the right side of
the entry, as well as the arched opening to the side yard on the left, reinforces this
impression. Tall narrow windows with multiple lights on the entry, as well asthe eight-
paned casement windows on the original structure, also support this interpretation.

The pitch of the roof on the entry porch is not typical of the English Cottage or Tudor-

inspired style, however. The narrow chimney is also atypical ofthis style. It is possible

that the pitch of the entry porch was designed to match the pitch of the roof of the main

house, which may have been preserved when the front facade was remodeéled. And it is
!
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likely that the main house was a vernacular structure that evolved over time to fit the
needs of the occupants.

Unfortunately, the interior of this front unit has been modified over time, perhaps to give
additional space to the rear unit, and additions have been built on the rear unit that
contribute to the discontinuity of the entire structure. In particular, the shingle exterior
and multiple additions to the back unit do not support the aesthetic chosen for the front
uriit, and limit its value as a representation of any particular time or building style.

The office building across the driveway from the duplex is compatible in design with the
front unit of the duplex, in that the structures are similar in scale, have gable roofs that
face the street, with a similar pitch, a stucco finish, and similar window proportions and
details.

The office building makes some reference to the Mission Revival style, although certain
elements could also be attributed to the English Cottage style, in particular the
juxtaposition of textures between the brick and stucco finishes and the proportions and
design of the windows. The arches over the vents are more reminiscent of Spanish
influences, but tile roof would have been more typical of this style. In general the
building displays a compatible mix of eclectic, architectural elements, not atypical of the
period, complemented by the design of the hardscape and landscaping. X
In conclusion, although both structures are serviceable, well-maintained, and visually ;
pleasing structures, they do not meet the criteria established for architectural significance.
Neither represent a distinctive or typical example of their genre, nor a singular work of
high artistic value. They are more representative of structures that have served their
purpose for their owners and occupants, particularly over time, and made an atiractive
contribution to the streetscape.
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21, Briefly state historical andfor architectural importance (include dates, events, and persons associated w1th the site if known )




P

2%1]'TM (Sonoma Quad)

3

Date form prepared:

23. Sources of information

Organization: Sonoma League for Historic Preservation, P.0.BOX 766, Sanoma, CA 95476
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Michael D. Marino
500 Michael Drive
Sonoma, Ca 95476

February 16, 2014
Proposed Demolition of 170 West Napa Street, Sonoma

As a local resident and business owner | understand the importance of preserving
Sonoma, | am not a developer.

Back in August 2002, a Research and Evaluation of the Historic Significance of the
Properties at 164-172 West Napa was prepared by Diane J Painter PhD. In October
2002, an approval was granted by the (ARC) for the demolition of all 3 structures located
on the property.

Currently, as ownership and future use has changed, | am asking for approval to remove
the addition known as 170 West Napa Street. This addition is currently sharing a
common wall with building #172. From what our early inspections and research has
determined it was not originally attached to House #172. At some point the area in
between the 2 structures was enclosed using inadequate materials and in a very
inconsistent and unsafe manner. The structure was built directly on the grade with all
materials having direct contact with soil and constant moisture causing severe
deterioration, mold and dry rot. The underfloor area of the structure has standing water
and mud with no means for drainage. It looks to have had several additions with no
continuity with walls, ceilings and roof lines. The structure cannot be brought to current
commercial and safety codes.

Although still in the early planning, the overall goal for the project at 164-172 and 158
West Napa would be to create a small Bungalow Village, replicating the early years of

Sonoma. The project would eventually consist of 6-8 additional Bungalow Style Houses
to be operated in a unique Small Hotel Style.

The project would be done in phases, starting with the remodel of #158, #164 and #172.

Thank you for your consideration.

Mlchael D. Marino %7

(707) 732-8188










	Agenda 3-18-14

	#1 - CLG & Muni Code Revisions

	#2 - Historic Evaluations

	#3 - 500 W. Napa, #502-510

	#4 - 830 Broadway

	#5 - 599 Broadway

	#6 - 1051 Broadway

	#7 - 500 W. Napa, #542

	#8 - 757 Second St. East

	#9 - 170 West Napa St.




