
 

      
 

City of Sonoma  
Design Review and Historic  

Preservation Commission 

AGENDA 
Meeting of July 15, 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 – Kelso Barnett, Chair 
 

              
Commissioners:   Tom Anderson  
                             Robert McDonald  
                             Micaelia Randolph 
                             Leslie Tippell 
                             Christopher Johnson (Alternate) 

  
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC 
Presentations by audience members on items not appearing on the agenda. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Minutes from the meeting of May 20, 2014. 
 
 
CORRESPONDENCE 

 

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

  
Request: 
 
Request to install banners on 
Plaza light standards – Sonoma 
Valley Museum of Art. 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Approve. 

 
 
 
 

ITEM #2 – Continued Design 
Review 

  
REQUEST: 
Design review of a proposed 
addition to a residence.  
 
Applicant:   
Wade Design Architects  

 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
563 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 #3 – Sign Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of a monument sign, 
three wall signs, three window signs 
and a projecting sign for a mixed-
use building. (Williams-Sonoma).   
 
Applicant:   
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 #4 – Design Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of a new awning for a 
commercial building (Grandma 
Linda’s Ice Cream). 
 
Applicant:   
Grandma Linda’s Ice Cream 
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
408 First Street East 

 
General Plan Designation: 
Commercial (C) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
Downtown District 
Base: Commercial (C) 
Overlay: Historic (/H) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 

ITEM #5 – Design Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Design review of a proposed 
addition to a residence.  
 
Applicant:   
Jeff Zimmerman  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

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

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 

ITEM #6 – Landscape Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of a landscape plan 
for the Mission Square project.  
 
Applicant:   
Marcus & Willers Architects  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

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

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 

 

ISSUES UPDATE 

COMMENTS FROM THE COMMISSION 

COMMENTS FROM THE AUDIENCE 

ADJOURNMENT 

 
I do hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing agenda was posted on the City Hall bulletin board on July 11, 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 and Historic Preservation 
Commission regarding any item on this agenda after the agenda has been distributed will be made 
available for inspection at the Administrative Assistant office, No. 1 The Plaza, Sonoma CA during regular 
business hours. 
 
If you challenge the action of the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission in court, you may 
be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing described on the 
agenda, or in written correspondence delivered to the Administrative Assistant, at or prior to the public 
hearing. 
 
In accordance with the Americans With Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this 
meeting, please contact the City Clerk (707) 933-2216. Notification 48 hours before the meeting will enable 
the City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting.  



Item # 1 

Memo 
 

DATE: July 15, 2014 

TO: Design Review Commissioners 
 

FROM: Wendy Atkins, Associate Planner 

SUBJECT: Request to install banners on Plaza light standards—Sonoma Valley Museum of 
Art 

 
 

The Sonoma Valley Museum of Art is proposing to install banners on Plaza light standards from August 
1, 2014, to August 31, 2014. The banners are consistent with the Plaza Banner Administrative Policy 
approved by the City Council on May 21, 2008.  

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

 

 
Attachments  

1. Plaza Banner Form 
2. Sample of proposed banners 

 
 
 
 
cc: Sonoma Valley Museum of Arts 
 Attn: Maggie Sowell 
 P.O. Box 322 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 

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



City of Sonoma 

Planning and Community 
Development 
No. 1, The Plaza 
Sonoma, CA 95476 

.lUN 1 ? 2014 
Plaza Banner Form 

1 :!"fit S O ~ ~ ~ J I A  
Please read the Plaza Banner 
Administrative Policy (attached) prior to 
filling out form. 

Phone: (707) 938-3681 Fax: (707) 938-8775 E-mail: cityhall@sonomacity.org Web: www.sonomacitv.org 
Please submit completed form to City Hall no later than 90 days prior to the requested banner 
installation date for new banners and 30 days prior to the requested banner installation date for 
previously approved banners. 

Required banner size: 30" x 94", with 4" stitched pocket with grommet at top and bottom; no text in 
pocket area. 
Date application submitted: 4/22/14 

Applicant Information: 
organization name: Sonoma Valley Museum of Art -- 

Contact: 

Phone number: 

Address: 

Maggie Sowell, Administrative Coordinator 

P.O. Box 322 Sonoma, CA 95476 

Event Name: 

Event Description: 

Event Sponsor(s): 

Sonoma Valley Museum of Art 

Exhibitions and Educational Programs 

Event Start and End Dates: Start: End: 

Number of street light poles requested: 21 eZ] Other number requested C) 
(If other number requested please include justification in 
project narrative). 

Requested 30-day installation period: From: August 1,2014 To: August 31,2014 
Additional desired installation period (maximum period is 60 days, subject to availability): 

From: To: 

New banners: Yes eSJ No Or reusing existing banners: Yes No 
Please attach proposed banner design(s) (if new), or graphiclphoto of existing banner(s). Drawing 
should be in color and to scale. 

I have read and agree to the terms, conditions, and responsibilities outlined in the attached documents: 
/' 

Printed Name and Date: Maggie Sowell, 4/22/14 

Rev. 8/04/08 



Section for StaJjrAction / checklist: 

Deposit in the amount of $1,200 received: Date Received: 
I B O  

Design Review Commission meeting Date: ( V (5 , 2 0 1 4 
Design Review Commission Approval: Yes No C] Date Approved: 

Installation by: Public Works C] or o&er pre-approved qualified installer (please check one) 

Encroachment Permit (fi-om installer) received: Yes No Date: -- 

Certificate of Liability insurance (from installer) received: Yes C] No C] Date: 

Additional Insured Endorsement (from installer) received: Yes No a Date: 

G://-DepwhnentsIPlanning & Community Development~Forms/Xeri~capeOrdinanceAmendmentFAQ.doc Rev. 9/11/08 



SONOMA VALLEY 
MUSEUM OF ART 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 

 
2 
 
 
07/15/14 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

Wade Design Architects 

Project Location 

563 Second Street East 

Historical Significance 
   Listed on National Register of Historic Places, including Sonoma Plaza district (Significant) 
   Listed on California Register of Historic Resources (Significant) 
    Listed within Local Historic Resources Survey (Potentially Significant) 
   Over 50 years old (Potentially Significant) 
                                   Year built: circa 1908 
  
Request 

Design review of a proposed addition to the residence located at 563 Second Street East. 

Summary 
Background: On May 20, 2014, the DRHPC conducted a preliminary review of a proposed addition to a residence located 
at 563 Second Street East. As part of the application submittal package, a cultural resources evaluation was provided, as 
required due to the age of the residence. This analysis concluded that the structure was not eligible for listing on the State 
Register. In written correspondence and in public testimony, this conclusion was disputed. Because this testimony included 
analysis from a qualified cultural resources specialist, the DRHPC faced a dispute among experts. In order to resolve the 
matter, the DRHPC continued the item and directed staff to retain a consultant and conduct a peer review. As directed by the 
Commission, a peer review was conducted (by Diana Painter), which concluded that the structure was indeed eligible for 
listing on the State Register and therefore historically significant. In light of this finding, a new consultant (Julia Inman) was 
retained by the applicants to: 1) prepare a revised cultural resources assessment; and, 2) evaluate the proposed addition with 
respect to the applicable standards of the Secretary Interior and identify any modifications to the project necessary to ensure 
consistency with the standards and to maintain the integrity of the residence. Based on this analysis (attached), a revised 
proposal has been prepared and is presented to the DRHPC for review.  
 
Site Description: The subject property is a 25,010-square foot parcel located on the west side of Second Street East, 
midblock between East Napa Street and Patten Street. The property is currently developed with a ±2,448 square-foot 
residence, ±1,340 square-foot barn, and ±298 square-foot shed. The residence was built circa 1908 and is eligible for listing 
on the California Register of Historic Resources (refer to enclosed Historical Evaluation, CEQA Findings, Secretary of The 
Interior Evaluation of the Property at 563 Second Street East Sonoma, Sonoma County, California). The property is zoned 
Low Density Residential (R-L) and lies within the City’s Historic Overlay Zone. Directly adjoining land uses consist of 
single-family homes to the north, south, and west. 
 
Proposed Project: The main elements of the project are as follows: 1) removing a modern addition at the back of the original 
residence, 2) adding a 3,327 square foot addition to the rear of the residence, 3) relocating the existing shed and converting it 
to a garden cottage, and 4) relocating the existing barn and converting it into a garage and storage area. The front and side 
elevations of the residence will be preserved and rehabilitated to improve its historic integrity. Aluminum windows added in 
1993 will be replaced with wood double hung units with historically accurate detailing and appropriate head flashing for 
longevity (see attached specification sheet). Stucco will be removed from the existing chimney, uncovering the original 
brick. Mortar joints will be repaired and repointed as needed. The knee braces at the roof gable ends will be removed and 
replaced with historically accurate braces, with scale and detailing to match the adjacent Ralph Murphy home. Existing 
wood siding will be repainted and the roofing will be replaced with a period appropriate traditional shingle consisting of a 
diamond pattern shingle (GAF Sienna in a harbor mist color--see attached exterior materials palette sheet).  
 
The addition includes both one-and two-story elements. A one-story element (10 feet in height) will extend 40 feet back 
from the original structure. This portion of the addition will employ a flat roof with a chimney element (18 feet tall); the 
sides of the structure will be composed primarily of full-length windows. The two-story addition (23 feet in height), which 



 
 

also employs a flat roof, will have an exterior finish of horizontal stained cedar boards, and will extend an additional 44 feet. 
A one-story (ten feet in height) breezeway element will connect the two-story addition to the relocated ban (converted to a 
three-car garage) and the relocated shed (converted to a garden cottage). Architectural details for the residential addition 
include a spectrum of natural and warm neutral tones and material consisting of stone, wood, and metal. While the 
architecture of the addition is not of the Craftsman Style (as the Secretary of Interior Standards suggest that new 
construction be distinctly of its own period), the combination of simple, well-executed forms, a modest profile, and 
traditional materials complement the design of the original residence without competing with it. Fifteen Versa Star recessed 
exterior can lights are proposed on the exterior portion of the addition behind the existing residence and twenty-nine BK 
Delta Star wall mounted adjustable down lights are proposed under the patio area and on the south facing elevation of the 
barn and garden cottage (see attached specification sheets). In total, the proposed would increase the floor area of the 
residence by 3,327 square feet. Further details can be found in the attached project narrative and accompanying materials. 
 
As previously mentioned, the existing barn, which is currently located near the middle of the property is proposed to be 
relocated further east of its current location and converted to a three-car garage and storage area. Staff would note that the 
preservation of the barn was recommended in the revised cultural resources assessment. 
 
Zoning Requirements: The standards of the Low Density Residential  zone applicable to the proposal are as follows: 
 
• Setbacks: The new addition meets or exceeds the normal setback requirements.  
• Coverage: At 19%, site coverage is less than the 40% maximum allowed in the Low Density Residential zone. 
• Floor Area Ratio: The project would result in a F.A.R. of 0.28, which is less than the 0.35 maximum allowed.  
• Parking: Three covered parking spaces are provided in an attached garage. This exceeds the requirement for a single-

family residence. 
• Height: The two-story addition would have a maximum ridge height of 23 feet, which is less than the 30-foot height 

limit allowed in the zone. 
 
In summary, the project complies with all 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 in July, 2014. This evaluation found that the residence 

and barn 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; 
        Nathanson Creek borders the property to the west.  The required 30-foot creekside setback is met. 
 
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. The proposed 
project will not alter street views of the residence from the street, except with respect to enhancements to its 
historic integrity (e.g., replacement of vinyl windows with wood windows). Setback, coverage, and FAR limitations 
are all met in the proposal. Existing front-yard landscaping will be retained and additional plantings will be made 
throughout the site. 
 

4.     The location, design, site plan configuration, and effect of the proposed development. 
An analysis of the proposed addition was completed for the property in July, 2014. This report determined that the 
location, design, site plan configuration, and effect of the proposed development are compatible with surrounding 
uses. As noted above, the addition will not be visible from the street and it complies with all applicable 
requirements of the Development Code. The adjoining property owners on the north and south have expressed 
support for the proposal. 



 
 

 
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, 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 historic evaluation, CEQA findings, and Secretary of the Interior Evaluation 
was prepared for the residence and suggested that it meets the CEQA definition of a historical resource. Pursuant to Section 
15331 of the CEQA Guidelines, rehabilitation and additions to an historical resource, may be considered categorically 
exempt from the provisions of CEQA provided the improvements are consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties (Class 31 – Historical Resource Restoration/Rehabilitation). Accordingly, 
an analysis was conducted to determine whether the proposal is consistent with the Standards (refer to attached Historical 
Evaluation, CEQA Findings, Secretary of the Interior Evaluation of the Property at 563 Second Street East Sonoma, Sonoma 
County, California, prepared by Juliana Inman Architect). The analysis that the proposed project meets the Secretary of the 
Interior’s Standards, which means that application is considered to be categorically exempt from CEQA. 
 
Required Findings: As set forth in §19.54.080.H of the Development Code, in order to approve an application for design 
review in the Historic Overlay Zone, the Design Review 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. 
The project complies with the applicable policies and regulations set forth in the Development Code. 

2. On balance, the project is consistent with the intent of applicable design guidelines set forth in this Development 
Code. 
The project is consistent with the applicable design guidelines of the Development Code in that the existing 
residence will be rehabilitated to return integrity to the house. In addition, the new addition will be located behind 
the existing structure to not change the appearance of the structure from the public right-of-way. 

3. The project responds appropriately to the context of adjacent development, as well as existing site conditions and 
environmental features. 
The project proposes a residential addition, which is consistent with the adjacent development, complies with 
height and setback requirements, and is located outside of the creek setback area. 

4. The project will not impair the historic character of its surroundings.  
The front and side elevations of the original residence will not be altered, except for minor changes (e.g., window 
replacement) that will improve its historic integrity. The project includes a proposed residential addition at the 
back of the residence. This addition will not alter public views of the original residence and it complies with height, 
setback, coverage and other applicable limitations of the Development Code.  

5. The project substantially preserves the qualities of any significant historic structures or other significant historic 
features on the site. 
A historic evaluation was conducted for the property, which has been developed with a residence that has been 
determined to be eligible for listing on the State Register. This evaluation also addressed the proposed addition to 
the residence and determined that the proposed project, as modified, complies with the Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards and will actually improve the historic integrity of the residence. 

6. The project substantially complies with the applicable guidelines set forth in Chapter 19.42 SMC (Historic 
Preservation and Infill in the Historic Zone). 
In staff’s view, the project complies with SMC 19.42 in that the existing structure will be rehabilitated to improve 
the historic integrity to the house. Furthermore, the new addition will be placed at the rear of the existing structure 
as to not alter the appearance of the residence from the public right-of-way. 

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. 
The project is not located on a local historic district. 
 

In summary, it is staff’s view that the modified project is consistent with the findings required for approval of the application 
for Site Design and Architectural Review. 



 
 

 
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
  Approved   Disapproved   Referred to: _________________   Continued to: _________________ 

   

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

 
DRHPC Conditions or Modifications 
 
 
 
 

Attachments: 
1. Project Narrative. 
2. Historical Evaluation, CEQA Findings, Secretary of the Interior Evaluation of the property at 563 Second Street East 

Sonoma, Sonoma County, California, dated July, 2014. 
3. Elevations. 
4. Site Plan. 
5. Ground Floor Plan. 
6. Elevations with Material Notations. 
7. Existing Site Conditions. 
8. Lighting Plan. 
9. Site Pictures. 
10. Exterior Materials Palette. 
11.    Window and Door Specifications. 
12.    Picture of residence in December 2013. 
13.    Correspondence 
 
 
 
 
cc:  Wade Design Architects 
  29 Magnolia Avenue 
  San Anselmo, CA  94960 
 
  APD Preservation 
  Attn: Alice Duffee 
  13125 Arnold Drive 
  Glen Ellen, CA  95442 
 
  Tamera and Will Honeybourne 
  558 Second Street East 
  Sonoma, CA  95476 

 



 
 

  Jenny Hoover, via email   
 

Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
  Yvonne Bowers, via email 
 
  SLHP Historic Survey, via email 
 
  Mary Martinez, via will call at City Hall  
 
 

 



 
          

 

 

July 8th, 2014 
 
Project Narrative for residence addition at 563 2nd Street East 
 
This project proposes an addition to the existing Craftsman style home built by notable Sonoma 
developer contractor Ralph Murphy in the early 20th century. Following standards set out by the 
United States Secretary of the Interior for treatment of historic structures, we have treated the 
existing home with sensitivity, allowing it to remain unchanged in terms of street presence. The 
homeowners’ desire for a clean-lined addition will allow for an honest “reading” of the division 
between old and new, in harmony with the Secretary of the Interior guidelines to avoid false 
historicism with the new work. The existing building’s legibility remains precise and is respected 
without emulation.  
 
In keeping with the character of the historic neighborhood district, the exterior of the Craftsman will 
not only be preserved, but will see rehabilitation to return integrity to the house. The aluminum 
windows added in 1993 will be replaced with wood double hung units with historically accurate 
detailing and appropriate head flashing for longevity. Stucco will be removed from the existing 
chimney, uncovering the original brick which appears similar to the chimney at the neighboring 
home to the north, also built by Ralph Murphy. Mortar joints will be repaired and repointed as 
needed. The knee braces at the roof gable ends will be removed and replaced with historically 
accurate braces, with scale and detailing to match that found at the adjacent Ralph Murphy 
home. The wood siding will be re-painted, and the roofing will be replaced with a period 
appropriate traditional shingle. 

 
The main purpose of the addition is to create a ground floor master suite, allowing the homeowners 
to age in place and remain in the neighborhood long term. Main considerations for the design were 
the linear nature of the lot, a desire to eliminate any significant changes to the property when 
viewed from the street, and to express sensitivity for the neighboring homes. For these reasons a 
courtyard scheme has been employed, which allows for the new structures to be shielded behind 
the existing 1 ½ story Craftsman.  The addition utilizes flat roofs and terraces in lieu of pitched roofs to 
further minimize vertical presence and any potential visual competition with the existing home. A 
low slung enclosed breezeway bridges the new construction with the existing bungalow, implying 
separation and deference. The materials of the addition adhere to a spectrum of natural and warm 
neutral tones. Horizontal stained cedar boards will be the primary wall finish, a material choice that 
reflects the wood siding of the existing structures on the site, as well as those on neighboring 
properties. The existing barn will be retained on site, relocated and re-purposed for garage and 
storage, maintaining another link to the property’s past.    
 
The site plan showing existing conditions also denotes which trees were deemed significant by an 
arborist and landscape architect. The courtyard scheme allows for a majority of these trees to 
remain, as the new addition is situated to avoid conflicts and highlight specimen trees. The dense 
foliage is a vital part of the property’s current character, and will continue to obscure all sight lines 
towards the addition from both sidewalk and street. Current landscaping and trees at the street 
frontage largely shield view of the lot beyond, as evidenced by the photos in our design package.  
Additionally, the existing driveway gate and fencing property will remain in place, as will substantial 
hedges at the north and south property lines.   
 
 



 
 

2 of 2 

Overall, the project represents our proposal for a sensitive addition designed to minimize impact on 
neighbors and the neighborhood through the use of thoughtful massing, material and color 
choices. This design has been developed in coordination with Juliana Inman, an architect focused 
on historic work that meets the Secretary of the Interior's standards for historic architecture. A 
discussion of the proposed project’s compliance with the Secretary of the Interiors Standards for 
Rehabilitation is included in an attached report from Juliana Inman.  We have endeavored to 
comply with all applicable policies and regulations set forth by the City of Sonoma, the Secretary of 
the Interior, and to respond appropriately to the site and surrounding context with this design 
proposal. 
 
Below is a summary of areas for the project: 

563 2nd Street East 
Proposed Areas (Sq. Ft.)

Existing to 
Remain New TOTAL

Main House Ground Floor 1432 2474 3906
Second Floor 1016 853 1869

Barn Ground Floor 479 0 479
Second Floor 434 0 434

Shed Ground Floor 298 0 298
TOTAL 3659 3327 6986

Floor Area Ratio (F.A.R.) 6986 (80% of maximum)
Coverage 4878 (49% of maximum)

Max. allowable F.A.R. 8753.5
Max. allowable Coverage 10004  
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Abstract

This reviewer has reviewed plans for rehabilitation and alterations of the residence at 563 Second
Street East prepared by Wade Design Architects, dated July 8, 2014,  and has visited the site on
June 18 and July 3,  2014.  Photographs from that  site  visit  are included in this document  as
Figures 3-11. There is no previous 1978 Historic Resource Inventory form for the property, but
evaluations were conducted by Vicki Beard, M.A. Of Thomas Origer and Associates in February
2014 and by Diana Painter, PhD. In June 2014. These previously submitted reports are attached
as appendices.

This study found that The house is an example of the work of well-known local contractor Ralph
E. Murphy, has poor to fair physical integrity and is eligible for listing in the California Register. 

Department of Parks and Recreation (DPR) forms have been completed and appended to this
report, along with recently prepared evaluation forms. 

Synopsis

Project: Evaluation of the house at 563 Second Street East, Sonoma
Location: 563 Second Street East, Sonoma, Sonoma County, California
APN: 018-261-021
Quadrangle: Sonoma, California 7.5' series
Study Type: Historical, architectural evaluation
Scope: Property specific
Finds: Appears eligible for the California Register, NRHP 3CS 

           i



Project Personnel

This report was prepared by Juliana Inman Architect, who has been licensed to practice
architecture in the State of California since 1984, license #C14760. Ms. Inman meets the
Secretary of the Interior's standards for historical architecture.  Professional experience
includes  construction  experience  as  Assistant  and  Full-charge  Superintendent  of
Construction on  significant historical buildings such as the North Carolina Governor's
Mansion  and MacNider  Hall  School  of  Medicine  (UNC-CH).  Historical  architectural
experience includes  projects  such as Inglenook tank house welcome center,  the Eliza
Yount Mansion, the Judge Palmer House, the E.R. Gifford House, the Ingalls House, the
Hackett  House,  the  Star  Building,  David  Fulton  Winery,  Varozza  Winery,  and  the
Mansfield Winery. Historical evaluations and preservation plans include projects in Napa
County  and  the  cities  of  St.  Helena,  Calistoga,  Napa,  American  Canyon,  Windsor,
Sonoma  and  Martinez.  Ms.  Inman  is  listed  in  the  California  Historical  Resources
Information System.

Juliana  Inman  served  three  years  on  the  City  of  Napa  Certified  Local  Government
Cultural Heritage Commission, six years on the Napa County Planning Commission, four
years  on the City of Napa Planning Commission,  and has been an elected Napa City
Council Member since 2006, currently serving as Vice Mayor. In addition, Ms. Inman
was elected to a third term by the 15 coastal counties as “City” representative on the
statewide CALAFCO Board.  

ii
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Part VII provides guidelines for determining which properties must meet these special
requirements and for applying each Criteria Consideration. 
The Criteria Considerations need to be applied only to individual properties.

A property removed from its original or historically significant location can be eligible if 
it is significant primarily for architectural value or it is the surviving property most 
importantly associated with a historic person or event. 

A property that is moved prior to its Period of Significance. 

A district in which only a small percentage of typical buildings in a district are moved. 

A moved building that is part of a complex but is of less significance than the 
remaining (unmoved) buildings. 

A portable resource, such as a ship or railroad car, that is eligible under Criterion C and
is moved within its natural setting (water, rails, etc.). 

A property that is raised or lowered on its foundations. 
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Wendv Atkins 

From: 
Sent: 
To: 
cc: 
Subject: 
Attachments: 

Categories: 

Jenny Hoover <jennyhoover@wade-design.com 
Wednesday, July 09,2014 12:31 PM 
Wendy Atkins 
Luke Wade 
RE: Hughes Residence Design Reveiw 
Northwest Door & Sash Custom Wood Windows & Doors.pdf; Vitrocsa TH+ Windows & 
Doo~.pdf; DSCOlOOl JPG 

Planning 

Wendy, 
See attached for information on the windows and doors we are proposing. 
We will be approaching Northwest Door & Sash for all windows & doors at the North, South, and East 
sides of the main house, and at the barn. They will do custom work to match the existing historic 
window and door on the front porch. 
They will modify the existing sliding garage daor into a roll-up configuration, matching &sting 
detailing. I have attached a detail of their double-hung, and their glass door design sample sheet. 
They do not have "spec sheets" per sel as their work is highly custom. 

Far all other windows and doors at the Main House and Caretaker Unit, we wilt be using the Vitrocsa 
system. As I described on the phone, it is abo u customkuble system. Each door/window is the same 
with the jamb details altering as needed to accammodaie the specific function of that window. I am 
attaching a photo, some configuraVon options. and the written specification for this system. 

Re~arding your question of visibiliiy, the 1 -story Master Bedroom wit! be technically visible beyond the 
front fa~ade. There will still be copious branches between the street and the  building in question, 
especially since an existing significant oak tree will remain right off the corner of the bedroom. See 
attached phofa, faken in December 201 3, showing abundant winferfirne leaf and branch coverage. 
In this photo you c a n  make out t h e  exisfing white gate portico rising up above the  existing 7' fence 
which will remain. The visible portion of the Master Suite is 140 feet back from the sldewaik, 80 feet 
bey~nd  on existing 7 foot tall fence which will remain. The height of this portion of the building is 1 2 
feet, and it protrudes 5 feet beyond the  edge of the existing house. The chimney at the Master 
Bedroom, shielded by the same tree, b also be kchnicdly visible to a height of 25 feet. 

Let me know if 1 can help with anything else. 
Thank you, 

Jenny Hoover 
WADE DEIGN ARCHITECTS 
T: 415 578 2856x4 M: 415 595 5197 

- - - 

From: Wendy Atkins [mai Ito: WendyA@sonomac'Ry.org J 
Sent: Wednesday, July 09,2014 10:16 AM 
To: Jenny Hoover 
Subject: RE: Hughes Residenm Design Rweiw 

Hi Jenny, 



f l ~ d  ARCHIT~CTURAL WINDOWS AHD DOORS 

Elevations of Glazed Door Designs 
( 2-6 x 6-8) We build to your design 

303 h t h  5& Suite 120 m4#ddomm 97477 
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VITROCSA Sliding 



Vitrocsa USA, a Division of Goldbrecht, ENC. 

5701 Buckingham Parkway, Unit C, Culver City, CA 90230 

GUIDE SPECIFICATION 

Vitrocsa TH+ SERIES 

Thermally broken Sliding Glass Wall 

AAMA I WDMA I CSA 101 I I.S.2 1 A440-05 

GoldbrecM-Systems, a Division of Goldbrecht Inc. . Vitrocsa TH+ Series 1s a slim profile Resldentlal Sl~d~ng Glass Wall 
system and is ava~lable In numerous custom configurations 

PART 1. GENERAL 

4 -01 WORK INCLUDED: 

A. Aluminum Sliding Glass Doors: 

1 Furnish and Install alum~num arch~tedural Sllding Glass Un~ts cwnplete with Integrated hardware and other related components 
as shown on the project drawings and as specified wlthin thls or other related spec~fication sectlons 

B. Manufacturer: 

1. All aluminum Sliding Glass Dmrs specified under this section are to be supplied by a single manufacturer 

2. All alum~num Sliding Glass Walls to be furnrshed under fhls sectton are to be V~tmcsa M+ Senes, as manufactured by 
Goldbrecht Inc., Culver C~ty. Cal~fomta (310) 988 4455 or an apprwed equal (see paragraph "D Substltut~ons" below). 

C. Glass & Glazing: 

1 Spec~ficat~ons for all glass and glaztng mater~als to be installed in conjunction mth materials covered by thls section are 
contained in Section 08800 of these spec~f!catlons and as lnd~cated m the pmlect dramngs 

D. Substitutions: 

1. Other manufacturers requesflng approval to b ~ d  products as an equal to the spec~fied product, must do so wthln 10 days prior 
to bld 

2 All requests for apprwal must include sumdent informailon and cert~fied test results showng that the proposed product meets 
or exceeds the criteria contained within th~s and other related sections 

3 Separate representat~ve test results, shmng the test specimen size and test results, are required for each product 

4. Other manufacturers requesting approval shall have been regularly engaged In the fabricat~on of Thermal Break Windows, of 
the types required, for a pen& of not less than ten (10) years 

1.02 RELATED WORK: 

1.03 PRODUCTS TO BE FURNISHED BUT NOT INSTALLED: 

1.04 PRODUCTS TO BE INSTALLED BUT NOT FURNISHED: 



1.05 SYSTEM REQUIREMENTS: 

A. Standards: 

1. All alumlnum Sliding Glass Walls to be furn~shed under this sectlon are to have been prev~ously tested and certified in 
accordance mth the crltena of ANSllAAMA 101-1 S 2, to the mlnlmum standards of an SGD-C45 or SGD-AM5 

B. Test Specimen Requirements: 

1. Air. Water and Structural test speclmen s~zes and configurat~ons are to be in accordance with the m~nirnum requirements of 
ANSllAAMA 101-I.S.2, for the type of alumlnum Sld~ng Glass Wall and performance rating requ~red. 

C. Test Procedure and Performance: 

1. Air Infiltration Test: 

a. Complete testing in accordance with ASTM E 283, at a static air pressure of 6.2 PSF (SGD-C45, SGD-AW65) 

b. Resultant air infiltration shall not exceed "30 cfmlft2 

2. Water Resistance Test: 

a Complete test~ng In accordance with ASTM E 547 % ASTM E 331 (SGDC45, SGD-AW65) at a static pressure of 12.1 1 PSF 

b There shall be no uncontrolled water leakage. 

3. Uniform Load Structural: 

a. Complete testing in accordance with ASTM E 330, at a static alr pressure of 65 18 PSF pos~tive and 70 18 PSF negatlve 
(SGD-AW65) 30 08 PSF posltlve and 30 08 PSF negative (SGD-C45) 

b At the mnclusion of the test there shall be no glass breakage, permanent damage to fastenerr, hardware parts or actuat~ng 
mechanisms, nor any other damage that would render the operating port!on(s) of the Slidtng Glass Wall moperable 

4. Operating Force: 

a The operating sash panel Breakaway Force per ASTM F842 (the force required to drsengage the lock panel from the lock jamb) 
shall not exceed 35 Lbs. 

b The operat~ng sash panel Motion Force (the force required to ma~nta~n the sash In mot~on) shall not exceed 17 Lbs 

a. Conduct testing in accordance wth ASTM E 987 The Stiles shall not deglaze to a maxlmum pressure of 70 PSF The Rails 
shall not dqlaze to a maximum pressure of 50 PSF. 

6. Other Testing Required: 

1-06 REFERENCES: 

A4 Aluminum Association 

AAMA American Architectural Manufacturers Association 



ANSI Amencan Mat~onal Standards Institute 

1.07 SUBMITTALS: 

a. The responsible contractor shall submit the foilawing for approval: 

1 Shop Drawings. Sets of Blueline Shop dramngs, shown$ all rnternal and surrounding deta~ls and conditions of the Sl~drng 
Glass Wall Installatran 

2. Finish I wlor samples. Sets (Anod~zed samples should indicate the range of color vanation). 

3. Produd Test Reports. Copies. 

4. Warranties. Copies 

5 Physiwl samples of mater~als may be requested by the Architect and are to he prov~ded at no cost Such samples may lnclude, 
but are not l~m~ted to the follownq frame sectlons, glass, fasteners, anchors rnulF~on sectlons and comer constructron. 

1 .OS DELIVERY. STORAGE AND HANDLING: 

a. The respons~ble installahon mntractor shall assume full respns~b~l~ ty  and warrant for a p e n d  of year(s), the satisfactow 
performance and installat~on of the matenals spec~fied wthln thrs sectlon 

b Any deficiencies or failures of the matenals or ~nstallation, dur~ng the warranty per~od, mll be repalred or replaced by the 
responsible ~nstalllng contractor at no cost lo the General Contractor or the Owner. 

PART 2. PRODUCT 

2.10 MATERIAL: 

A. Aluminum: 

2. All aluminum frame sections shall be extruded alurnlnum alloy. 

R. Hardware: 

1. Rollers: Each Roller IS fitted on a stainless steel bearing 

2. Roller Track: The Roller Track is precis~on-fitted wth dual rollers an sta~nless steel bear~ngs. 

3. Locking Mechanism: The operating panel lock is to be located within the jamb and rs to consist of a stainless steel pin boll 
When locked, the pln boll is to engage lock slot in the lock jamb 

C. Glazing Gaskets: 

All glazing to be ftted to alumlnum prof~le extrusions. No gaskets are requrred for the glazrng 

a. Glass and Glazing: 



1. Glass types are specified In Section of these spscdcat~ons and In the project plans. Furnish mty Sliding Glass Walls that have 
a rabbet specifically des~gned to accommodate 1 %" or 1 5" dual insulated glass prodvcts 

2. All glass and glazing materials are to be factory or field glazed 

E. Security: 

7 .  The manufacturer of the specified producl is b certify that the product complies with the forced entry requirements of the 
Uniform Build~ng Code, AAMA 7303.5 or ASTM F 842. 

2.02 FABRICATION: 

A. GENERAL: 

1 Frame Head and Jamb and Sash Panel hor~zontal extrusions shall have a nom~nal minlmum wall thickness of Master Frame 
Sill and Sash Panel vertlcal extrusions shall have a nominal mlnlmurn wall thickness of 

2. Overail depth of sliding unit frame shall be no less than 5 In" 

B. Frame and panels: 

1 Frame and opratlng panel components shall be accurately coped and mechan~cally fastened All jolnts shall be hairline 

C. Finish: 

1. Anodized: 

a. Fin~sh all exposed alumrnum wth electrolytically depos~ted wlor. In accordance with the standards of the Aluminum Associat~on 
designation number 

Finish to be: 

a. Flnish all exposed aluminum w~th electrostat~cally deposited color in accordance with the standards of the Alum~num 
Assoc~ation. 

Finish to be: 

Color to be: 

Part 3. EXECUTION 

3.01 PREPARATiON AND INSTALLATION: 

A Maximum perrn~ss~ble deflection alter dead load has been appl~ed to the building is l~mited to +1/4" to -114" 

8 Use only factory trained installers for the lnstallatlon of the aluminum Sliding Glass Walls and components spec~fied \mth~n this 
SeCtlOR. 

C. Br~ng all dlscrepanc~es between the project plans and field mnd~t~ons to the attention of the General Contractor pnor to 
commencement of any work in the area In questlon 



D Erect the alum~num Sllding Glass Walls and componenis square and true. tn strlct accordance with the manufacturers 
lnstallatlon guidelines The installer IS to furnish adequate anchoring to maintam posrtlon and lntegrlty of the Slid~ng Glass Walls 
when subjected to normal bu~ldlng movement and the specfled wlnd load 

E. Furnish and apply sealants in acwrdanae with the manufacturers installation guidelines and Section of these specifications, to 
provide a weather tight installation Remove all excess sealants to leave all exposed surfaces and joints clean and smooth. 

3.02 ADJUSTMENT AND CLEANING: 

A Upon completion of the entire scope ofthe work specified within this Sect~on, the alumlnum Sl~dlng Glass Walls and 
components are to be cleaned of d~rt and manufacturers; ldentif~catlon marks 

B. Upon completron of cleaning. and upon final acceptance, the alurnlnum Sliding Glass Walls and components bewme the 
responslbil~ty of the General Contractor or the Owner's representative, as applimble. 

3.03 FIELD TESTING: 

R Any field testing performed must be ~r AAMA 502-02. Test Method A, and perlormd "Immediately after installation". 

B. Any field testing requires a certified GoldbrechWirocsa technician to be present. 

C. F~eld test results will not be considered val~d unless perTormed withln four (4) weeks of specrmen rnstallation 

D Due to uncontrollable installat~on and test variables, expect 75% of laboratory performance results in typical field lnstallatlon 
condit~ons 

END OF SPECIFICATION. 





Dear Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission, 

My name is Mary Farrell. 1 will have lived at 553 Second Street East for 
fif€y (50) years, come August 1 , 20 t 4. Our next door neighbors , Cherie and Keith 
Hughes have planned an addition to 563 Second Street East. They shared an 
architechtl's rendering of their proposal with me several months ago and the 
proposal looked fine to me. 

The proposed addition is at the back and does not appear to be visible 
from Second Street East at all, It has no negative impact on my property. The 
Hughes have honored the historic nature of Sonoma ever since their arival and are 
very good neighbors. 

1 hope the cummission will vote to approve the Hughes' project and allow 
them to enjoy their property. 

July f 0, 2014 Sincerely yours, 

Mary Lemon Farrell 

(Mrs. Roger H.) 

553 Second Street East 
Sonoma CA 95476 



City of Sonoma cIn Qi 32;; "rm 
Planning end Community Deve\opment 
No. I The Plaza 
Sonoma, CA 95476 

Dear Design Review end Histotr'c Preservation 
Commission : 

I live next door tu Keith and Cherie Hughes on 
Second S t e t  East and I am writing to ask you to 
suppod the pmject being proposed by them for an 
addition to the back of their residence, I have 
studied the desQn from their architects and believe 
that the pmpo@ addition will have no impact on the 
street presence d their misting home since the 
addition will be behind the current home. The tree5 
and front yard landscaping shield any possible view of 
the new addition at the back of the property, I would 
be surprised if most people would even notice that it 
is there once buiit. 

Keith and C M e  shared their propxed pmject witf, 
us in advance and their sincere effbrts to honor the - 

hi3toric nature of our community are much 
appreciated* I urge the commision to vote in 
supprf of the projed and allow the Hughes to enjoy 
Uleir pmpeq. 

h 



July 9, 2014 

City of Sonoma 
Planning & Community Development 
No. 1, The Plaza 
Sonoma, CA 95476 

RE: 563 Second St. East, Sonoma, CA 95476 

Dear Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission: 

We are writing to let you know that we support the proposed addition 
to the above named property by Keith and Cherie Hughes. We have 
looked at the plans for the addition and feel that it will have virtually 
no impact to the streetscape of Second Street East. The addition will 
be located behind the main house well hidden by trees and lush 
landscaping. 

We feel that Keith and Cherie have taken extreme measures to 
preserve the historic nature of their propefiy. This addition will be an 
asset to the neighborhood that we all so cherish. 

We live less than a block away from the Hughes' residence and we 
appreciate the manner in which they have planned this addition. We 
personally find it tastefully designed and thoughtfully planned out. 

We urge the Commission vote to support this project, 

Sincerely, 

vfl~ & Carol Morphy 

Second St. East 
Sonoma, CA 95476 



Gail 
G ~ P :  ~uchoh 
597 znd St. E. 
S o n o m  CA 95476-67u 

duly '2,2201 4 

Sonatna Ciiy H d  

Numhcr 1 THE PWA 

SONOMA, CALI FOIINIA 95476 

15cx Sirs: 

Wc arc sscndirrg you this let~cr M irilbnn you h a t  wc Imvc see11 d~-dWir~gs ftrr the ailditiutl of h c :  propfly kmkd ar 

We have lived on this block for twenty fivc yea'$. 

&.UP 
Gail P. RucM~>lz 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 
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07/15/14 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

Williams-Sonoma, Inc. 

Project Location 

599 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: 1950 
 
Request 

Consideration of a monument sign, three wall signs, three window signs and a projecting 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 building elevation details, exterior colors and materials, 
lighting, trash enclosure, and a bicycle rack for the building. On January 21, 2014, the Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission (DRHPC) approved a new awning, an outdoor fireplace and arbor, a fountain, a fence, and a 
landscape plan. On May 20, 2014, the DRHPC approved revised building elevation details and revised exterior colors and 
materials. At this time the applicant is before the DRHPC for consideration of a monument sign, three wall signs, three 
window signs, and a projecting sign. 
 
Monument Sign: A new, two-sided monument sign (sign F) 16 square feet in area per side (4 feet tall by 4 feet wide) is 
proposed at the rear of the property on the First Street West frontage. The sign would be located perpendicular to First Street 
West, south of the driveway entrance. The face of the sign would consist of a stone veneer material, which would match the 
trash enclosure area. The sign would consist of 1-inch thick poly-cast resin letters with a 13.25 karat white gold leaf finish. 
Illumination is proposed in the form of two L-6 wash (FX Luminaire) (one on either side of the monument sign) (see 
attached specification sheet). 
 
Monument Sign Regulations (18.20.120): Freestanding signs shall be limited to one per parcel or property. The top of a 
freestanding sign, including the sign structure, shall not exceed 12 feet. Every freestanding sign shall be wholly on the 
property occupied by the use or uses identified or advertised, not within six fee of any vehicular right-of-way and not over 
any part of the public pedestrian walkway. The proposal is consistent with this requirement. 
 
Wall signs: Three new wall signs are proposed (wall signs A, E, and G).  

• Wall sign A is proposed on the east facing elevation facing Broadway. The sign is 25.3 square feet in area (1.33 
feet tall by 19 feet wide). The sign would consist of 1-inch thick poly-cast resin letters with a 13.25 karat white 
gold leaf finish.  

• Wall sign E is proposed on the west facing building elevation facing First Street West. The sign is 13.1 square feet 
in area (1 foot tall by 13 feet wide). The sign would consist of 1-inch thick poly-cast resin letters with a 13.25 karat 
white gold leaf finish.  

• Wall sign G is proposed on the west facing elevation (landscape gate facing the parking area). The sign is 9.5 
square feet in area (10 inches tall by 11.42 feet wide. The sign would consist of 1-inch thick poly-cast resin letters 
with a 13.25 karat white gold leaf finish. Illumination is proposed in the form of three L-3 trellis mount downward 
oriented sign light (Vision 3 Lighting SL 1) one centered and one at either end of the sign (see attached 
specification sheet) 



 
 

 
Wall Sign Regulations (§18.20.180): Wall signs projecting over the property line, including a light box or other part thereof, 
shall not exceed a thickness of 12 inches. The proposal is consistent with this requirement. 
 
Projecting Sign: A two-sided projecting sign (sign H) 2.8 square feet in area (1.68 feet tall by 1.68 wide) is proposed in 
front of the building on the Broadway frontage. The sign would be located perpendicular to Broadway south of the culinary 
center entrance. The face of the sign would consist of a wood material surrounded by a metal frame. Copy on the sign would 
consist of painted black text with a gold colored pineapple emblem. 
 
Projecting Sign Regulations (§18.20.150): Projecting signs shall not exceed nine square feet in area on each side. Projecting 
signs shall not project over four feet from any wall surface nor be closer than four feet to any curb line of a public street. No 
projecting sign shall extend above the top level of the wall upon or in front of which it is situated, or in the case of building 
having sloping roofs, above the eaves of the roof. Any sign which is suspended or projects over any public or private 
walkway or walk area shall have an overhead clearance of at least seven feet. The proposal is consistent with these 
requirements. 
 
Window Signs: Four window signs are proposed (window signs B, C, and D). 

• Two each (window sign B) are proposed (one on the east facing elevation facing Broadway and one on the west 
elevation facing First Street West. The signs are 3.2 square feet in area (9 inches tall by 4 feet 2 and ¾ inches 
wide). The signs would consist of 13.25 karat white gold-leaf letters. 

• One each (window sign C) is proposed on the east facing elevation facing Broadway. The sign is 1.1 square feet in 
area (8 inches tall by 1 foot 7 and ¼ inches wide. The sign would consist of 13.25 karat white gold-leaf letters. 

• One each (window sign D) is proposed on the east facing elevation facing Broadway. The sign is 3 square feet in 
area (4 inches tall by 8 feet 10 and ¾ inches wide. The sign would consist of 13.25 karat white gold-leaf letters 

 
Window Sign Regulations (§18.20.200): Permanent or temporary window signs shall not cover more than 20 percent of the 
aggregate area of each window facing a public right-of-way. Permanent window signs (except as specified in SMC 
18.12.020(A)(7)) shall require review by the DRHPC, and shall be included in the total aggregate sign area allowable for the 
site. 
 
Aggregate Sign Area: Based on the property’s frontage on Broadway (57 feet) and secondary frontage on First Street West 
(54 feet), the maximum aggregate sign area allowed for the parcel is 21.6 square feet. The total aggregate sign area for the 
property would be ±86.6 square feet, including the proposed freestanding sign (24 square feet in area), three wall signs (47.9 
square feet in area),  projecting sign (4.2 square feet in area), and window signs (10.5 square feet in area). It should be noted 
that when calculating the aggregate area of a two-sided sign, each face is multiplied by 0.75 (§18.16.021). The proposal is 
not consistent with this requirement. The applicant is requesting a variance from this requirement. 
 
Size Limitations: Each face of a two-sided sign shall not exceed 32 square feet in area (§18.16.022). The proposal is 
consistent with this requirement in that each face of the freestanding sign would have an area 16 square feet and each face of 
the projecting sign would have an area of 2.8 square feet. 
 
Number of Signs: Only one monument sign is allowed per property, and a maximum of two signs are normally permitted for 
any one business (§18.16.010). The proposal does not comply with these requirements in that there would be eight signs for 
the business. 
 
Variances: The proposal would exceed the aggregate sign area allowed for the parcel and exceed the number of signs 
normally permit for any one business. The DRHPC may grant variances from the provisions of the sign ordinance provided 
that certain findings can be made (see below). 
 
1. Exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or conditions, not resulting from any act of the owner or applicant, apply to 

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

application submitted is extraordinary and outstanding in design; 
 
3. The exception is the minimum necessary to serve its intended use; 
 
4. The exception is in conformance with the purpose and intent of this title; 
 



 
 

5. The granting of the variance will not be detrimental to the public interest or welfare, or injurious to properties or 
improvements in the vicinity. 

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

Commission Discussion 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission Action
  Approved   Disapproved   Referred to: _________________   Continued to: _________________ 

   

Roll Call Vote:   _______ Aye   _______ Nay   _______ Abstain   _______ Absent 
 
DRHPC Conditions or Modifications 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 

 
Attachments 
1. Project narrative 
2. Lighting specification sheets 
3. Picture of projecting sign 
4. Sign drawings 
 

 
cc: Williams-Sonoma, Inc. 
 3250 Van Ness Avenue 
 San Francisco, CA  95476 
 
 Mary Martinez, via will call at City Hall 
  
 Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
 Yvonne Bowers, via email 
 
 SLHP Historic Survey, via email 
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June 17, 2014 

Design Review Commission 
City of Sonoma 
1 The Plaza 
Sonoma, California 95476 

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

Narrative for 599 Broadway Exterior Signage 

The design intent of the exterior signage is to advertise to the public the 
business in the space and to differentiate between the different functions 
of the spaces. The colors are typical Williams-Sonoma colors intended to 
create an association between the sign and the services to be expected 
in the space. 

We are proposing more than two signs per business due to the multiple 
uses on site. We have the Culinary Center, Chuck WilliamsJ original 
retail space, and the residence. 

Sign Type A is the main business sign to advertise the company housed 
in the space. Sign Type B is on glass in the transoms over the two 
commercial entry doors serves to advertise the entry to the public spaces 
and differentiate between other adjacent entries. Types D and H direct to 
the original Williams-Sonoma space, with sign Type H being the original 
sign that hung outside of the original store. Sign Type E gives a visual 
connection from the parking lot; the wall that this sign is on is just under 
200' from the street and is behind the landscape walls. The monument 
sign on First Street West (Type F) indicates the parking lot entry coming 
from both directions. Sign Type G provides way-finding through the 
landscape gate into the garden space and towards the West entry. 

Based on the aggregate sign area for the primary street frontage, we are 
allowed 27.1 3 square feet of signage on the East (Broadway) frontage 
(52'-10" frontage = 18 square feet of signage for first 30' of frontage + 
9.1 3 square feet of signage for remaining 22'-10" of frontage). Based on 
the aggregate sign area for the secondary street frontage, we are allowed 
10.77 square feet of signage on the West (First Street West) frontage 
(53'-10" frontage). We plan for 35.4 square feet of signage (all signs 
combined) at the Broadway frontage. We plan for 23.6 square feet of 
signage (all signs combined) at the First Street West frontage. No single 
sign exceeds the maximum allowance of 48 square feet. 

Crome Architecture 



Existing street lighting and building lighting will provide illumination along 
Broadway, therefore no additional signage lighting is being utilized. 
External lighting will be used for the monument (Type F) and way-finding 
(Type G) signs off of First Street West for navigation at night. No other 
lighting specific to the signage will be provided along this frontage. 

Crome Architecture 



LC: Up Light 

10 Watt 

50,000 
hrs avg 

20 Watt 

50,000 
hrs  avg 

10 to 15V 

35 Watt 

50,000 
hrs  avg 

10 to 15V 

Our largest wail-wash up light, the LC, projects a 

broad spectrum of light on large walls and spaces. It 

is available in 1,3, 6 and 9LED, and is available in an 

array of finishes to suit the needs of any design that 

calls for a large-span wall washing up light. 

50 Watt 

50,000 
hrs  avg 

10 to 15V 

I Learn more about FX Luminaire up lights. Visit: fxl.corn/products 760 744 5240 1 fx l  corn 



Shown in Texlured Bronze 
Powder Coat Fin~sh (BNT) 

Applications: 

Wall 

Precision-machined lighting fixture for dual MR16 halogen lamps or integral LED lamp modules with 
drivers. Can be utilized for sign lighting, canopy lighting and accent lighting applications. 

Features: 
Patented* 'double-taper' locking knuckle that locks and stays locked. 
Three bend styles from which to choose: Straight, U-bend and Gooseneck. 
Stem lengths from 6"  to 48" and three canopy styles. 

Construction: Available in machined aluminum, machined brass or machined stainless steel. 

Styles: Removable caps with borosilicate clear glass lens, glued in.Available in four cutoff styles. 

Socket: GY-6.35 bi-pin porcelain socket. LED version has lamp module and driver installed. 

Lamp: Utilizes MR16 halogen lamps to 50W or integral Solid State 10W LED'S with drivers. 

Accessories: Up to 3 lens or shielding options can be specified per cap; 2 for the LED modules. 

Finishes: 14 standard powder coatedaluminum finishes, clear anodized aluminum finish, 3 brass 
finishes & 3 stamless steel fln~shes. See FINISHES sectlon of catalog, ~ n s ~ d e  back cover. 

Mounting: 
Knuckle: 

Avajlable with patented, standard 'KI' style double-taper knuckle with 180" vertical 
a!mlng or o t~onal, patenfed 'Rotate & Lock','KZ1 style double-ta er knuckle w ~ t h  ad 
dt ional368 '  rotat~onal almlng. 'K2' style knuckle recommended k r  wall or ceiling mount 
applrcations for s~mple adjustment of lum~na~re.. 

Labels: CSA listed for wet location for landscape use (UL 1838) and for wall or ceilin mount use 
(ULI 598). Remote magnetic or approved electronic transformer required for ?ED module. 

Dimensions: 2 318" diameter body, 8" maximum length. 

Warranty: Aluminum is warranted for 5 years..Brass and stainless steel are warranted 25 years. 
'KI  and K2 Style knuckle designs are protected under U.S. Patents #6,966,679. #7.108,405 and #7,458,552. 

NEW LED Solid State version of this Model is now available. 

Features: 
Same design as standard,Model SL1 with integral LED module and driver. 
Three beam palterns available: 12" Spot, 21" Narrow Flood and 41" Flood. 
Replaceable LED lamp module with thermal control to prevent overheating. 
Two power settings:lO watts (428 lumens) or 6.7 watts (325 lumens). 
3000K Color, 83 CRI averaae . 12VACIDC. Dimmable. L70 = 60,000 hours. ,-w; Fue-yea WarlaRty. (sdr8 s~rna~vwrs~on snot mru&"&eablewtth halogen vmbanof th~a~~dub.1 

Note: See specif~cation sheet for catalog number logic and most current product cnformatlon. 

2850 San Antonio Drive Fowler, CA 93625 





I /- 2 X 8 SIDE STILES (TYP) I 

TRANSOME 
L6.3 HEADER /----- 

NOTES: 
1. CUSTOM STEEL ANCHOR POST AND BRACKET TO BE ALL WELD CONSTRUCTION W/ 2 

COATS FACTORY PRIMER + 2 COATS LOW LUSTER BLACK PAINTED FINISH. 
2. BARN DOOR TRACK HARDWARE TO BE TRK100 BY ROCKY MOUNTAIN HARDWARE. 

PROVIDE SHOP DRAWING FOR APPROVAL PRIOR TO ORDER. INSTALL PER 
MANUFACTURERS SPECIFICATIONS. 

X 7" BRACKET PLATE KERF 
UT INTO BEAM, TYP OF (3) 

RECESSED 
GATE PULL 

3 X 3 STEEL MOUNTING POST 

BLACK LOCKING CANE 
BOLT AND GROUND 
SLEEVE SET IN ADJ. BOTTOM GATE GUIDE ON BACKSIDE OF WALL. 1" 
PAVING. AFFIX TO (3" overlap when closed) FROM OPENING. 
GARDEN SlDE OF GATE. 

2 X 8 BOTTOM RAL 

ENTRY GATE - Elev. From Pkg. Lot 

I 1EEl  GEORGE / 
KERF CUT BEAM TO ACCEPT MOUNTING FIN 

97 SCENIC AVENUE 

S I N  I N S E L M U  

CA 94960 

415,785,8850 8X 10 RECLAIMED TIMBER BEAM. SUBMI1 

318" THICK FIN (6" X 7"). FOR APPROVAL LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE + DESIGN 
\ ,  

3/4" DIA. GAVL. LAG BOLT Wl BLACK MALABLE 
WASHERS BOTH SIDES. PAINT BOTH HEADS 
BLACK TO MATCH. 

Y211 THICK BASE PIATE (6 X 7 %). 
TRACK & TROLLEY FLAT TRACK BA 
DOOR HARDWARE. SEE NOTES. 3 X 3 TUBE STEEL ANCHOR POST. SET 12" 

INTO CMU WALL. 

ENTRY GATE SCREEN WALL. 

Williams Sonoma 
Store, Cooking School & Cafe 

599 Broadway 
Sonorna, CA 95476 

1" a TRANSOME HEADER Owner: 

Scale: 314" = 1'-0" WILLIAMS-SONOMA, INC. 
3250 Van Ness A v e .  

S a n  Francisco. C A  9 4 1  09 1 R' 0 BALL FINIAL % 0 SOLID STEEL 
ON 2" SQ. FLAT C A ~  RODS. C O N T I N U O U S  

1 112" SQ TUBE STEEL BRAKET W I  1" 
SQ MOUNTING TAB DRILLED FOR 114 
LAG SCREW 

114" GALV HEX HEAD LAG SCREW 
SECURE INTO SOLID BACKING OF 
HOUSE WALL PAINTTAB & S C R E W  
HEAD TO MATCH WALL 

BLDG 
WALL 

1. ALL WOOD TO BE RECLAIMED ROUGH REDWOOD OR EQUAL. SUBMIT SAMPLE FOR APPROVAL. ROUGH SAND ALL 
SURFACES AND FINISH W/ 1 COAT PENETRATION SEALER. SUBMIT SAMPLE PRIOR TO APPLICATION. 

2. GATE PULLS TO BE AS FOLLOWS: 
FRONT SlDE (PARKING LOT): BRONZE FLUSH PULL; 2" X 12'# P-AN-BZ 1820.6 
BACK SlDE (GARDEN): BRONZE OFFSET PULL HANDLE; # P-AN-BZ 1150. 
AVAILABLE THROUGH REAL SLIDING HARDWARE, 800-694-5977 INSTALL PER MANUFACTURES SPECIFICATIONS. 

3. ALL CONNECTION HARDWARE TO BE H.D.G OR STAINLESS STEEL. USE SLIM PROFILE DISAPPEARING HEADS WHERE 
APPROPRIATE. k ?Ip HEX HEAD LAG SCREW 

06.23.14 - BLDG. PERMIT SUBM. # I  

SECURE INTO SOLID BACKING O F  
HOUSE WALL PAINT TAB & SCREW 
HEAD TO MATCH WALL 

GATE HANGER 

1 X WRAP ARROUND PERIMETER TO MATCH 
2 X GATE FRAME. BACK SlDE ONLY. 2 X 6 TOP RAlL & PERIMETER FRAME. 

1 X 6 VERTICAL GATE BOARDS, BUTT EDGES 
TIGHT. 

SET IN 18" SQ. X 24" DEEP 
CONCRETE FOOTING. EXTEND 
POSTS 18" INTO FOOTING. 

U CONCRETE FOOTING. EXTEND 
POSTS 18" INTO FOOTING. 

(PARKING LOT) 
1 X 6 TRIM. SEE ELEVATION 
(PATTERN TO MATCH ON BOTH SIDES). 

7 BRONZE RECESSED PULL. SEE NOTES. 

SlDE ELEVATION FRONT ELEVATION CONDITION @ BLDG. 

COLONADE @ scale. 1,. = 1'-0" 
BONZE PULL HANDLE. SEE NOTES 

1 X WRAP ARROUND PERIMETER TO MATCH 
2 X GATE FRAME. BACK SlDE ONLY. 

1 X 6 TRIM (TYP. BOTH SIDES). 

1 X 6 VERTICAL GATE BOARDS. 2 X BOTTOM 
RAlL & PERIMETER FRAME. 

CONSTRUCTION DETAILS 
ADJACENT PAVING \ I~-,. I ,?~IAD , ,,- 
SEEPLAN -, \w 

Date' 
6"W X 8" D CONCRETE BAND W/ (1) #4 REBAR '= Z - - * - j G  - 1 1  -BOTTDM GATE GUIDE FIXED INTO PAVING 

CENTERED. COLOR TO MATCH NEW CONC - PER MANUFACTURES SPECIFICATIONS 
PAVING. ALIGN IN ADJ. PLANTER AREA- 
UNDER GATE WHEh IN OPENED POSIT.ON 
(not auoss stone threshhold). 

ENTRY GATE - Section 



THOMAS-SWAN 
SIGN COMPANY, INC. 
271 7 Goodrick Avenue, Richmond, CA 94801 

51 0-232-961 0 California License #269069 

Project: I Exterior Wall -1 1 I 
1 6  Round - faced 13.25K White Gold-Leaf Letters 

Scale-%"= 1' 

1" thick cast resin letters gilded with 13.25KT white 
gold leaf finish. #8-32 alum. studs drilled/tapped 

into back of letter (flush-mounted on wall). 

Letter sewred to wall with siOimn@. 

SPECIFlCATlONS: QlY (1) -SEE DETAIL I 
* InMICK POLYCASTRESlN LETERS W/ 13.25KTWHllE GOID LEAF flNlSH 

Location: 

Culinary Center 

'WILLIAMS-SONOMAE L 

599 Broadway 
Sectlon - WS Letter Attachment 
Scale: 3"=11-0" 

Sonoma, CA 

WHITE 1 3 1 /4 K GOLD LEAF ~ U L I N A R Y  CENTER= 
FINISH VINYL APPLIEDON I I 
INSIDE FACE OF GLASS; 1- 32" -1 
'CENTURY SCHOOL BOOK' 
TYPE FACE 

Date: 

WHITE 1 3 1 4K GOLD LEAF 
FINISH STORE HOURS 
ON INSIDE FACE OF GLASS 
'LIGHT HELVETICA' TYPE FACE 

April 30,201 4 

Drawing Title: m .. n 1325K White Gold-Leaf Vinyl Letters 
Scale- 1 %"= I '  Storefront Signage 

Scale: 

Noted 
WHITE 13 1/4 K GOLD LEAF 
FINISHVINYL APPLIEDON 
INSIDE FACE OF GLASS; 
'CENTURY SCHOOL BOOK' 

Melissa Baugh SUN 
Revisions: 

I 
4" , 1 

i FACE 

WILLIAMS-SONOMA ,ESTABLISHED 1956 NOTE: LETTERING & PLACEMENT TO BE VERIFIED 
W/ WS BEFORE INSTALLATION. 

Sheet: 

m 13.25K White Gold-Leaf Vinvl Letters 
13.25K White Gold-Leaf Vinyl Letters 

Scale- I W =  1% O 2011 Thomas Swan Sign Company Inc. All rights resewed. 
This drawing and the concepts, ideas and design development 
expressed herein are intended for use on this pmjecl only, and 
remain the sole property of Thomas Swan Sign Company. 
Original design concepts developed from as part of this work 
remain the properly and copyright of their respective owners. 

scale - 1/21) = 11 

FILE COPY SPECIFlCATKINS QlY (I) 



ORIGINAL WILLIAMS SONOMA 
BLADE SIGN. 

/ (See Sht. 1, Detail 1) 

Original WS Blade Sign 
Not to Scale 

STOREFRONT -EAST (BROADWAY) ELEVATION 
3/16"=l0-0" ' 13.25K White Gold-Leaf 

vinyl Letters la 

\ 

1325K White Gold-Leaf 
Vinyl Letters 

13.251 White Gold-Leaf 
Yind Letters rn 

EXTERIOR ELEVATION - SOUTH 
3/1 6"=11-0" 

Original WS Blade Sign 

THOMAS-SWAN 
SIGN COMPANY, INC. 
271 7 Goodrick Avenue, Richmond, CA 94801 

51 0-232-961 0 California License #269069 

Project: 

Location: 

Culinary Center 

599 Broadway 
Sonoma, CA 

Date: 

April 30, 2014 

Drawing Title: 

East Elevation 
Scale: 

Noted 

Melissa Baugh 

Revisions: 

Sheet: 

O 2011 Thomas Swan Sign Company Inc. All rights reserved. 
This drawing and the concepts, ideas and design development 
expressed herein am intended for use on this project only, and 
remain the sole property of Thomas Swan Sign Company. 
Original design concepts developed from as part of this work 
remain the properly and copyright of their respedive owners. 



1 2  Round - faced 13.25K White Gold-Leaf Letters 
Scale-%"= 1' 

SPECIFlCAm QlY (I) - SEE DETAIL 1 
* 1"THICK POLYCAST RESIN LETIERS W/ 13.25KrWHITE GOLD LEAF FINISH 

Exterior Wall ---!.I I 

1" thick cast resin letters gilded with 13.25KT white 
gold leaf finish. #8-32 alum. studs drilledltapped 

into back of letter (flush-mounted on wall). 

Letter swur@d 80 wall w k  silimars. 

EXTERIOR ELEVATION -WEST 
3/16"-1'-0" 

13.25K White Gold-Leaf 
Winyl Letters 

THOMAS-SWAN 
SIGN COMPANY, INC. 
271 7 Goodrick Avenue, Richmond, CA 94801 
51 0-232-961 0 California License #269069 

Project: 

Location: 

Culinary Center 

599 Broadway 
Sonoma, CA 

Date: 

April 30, 201 4 

Drawing Title: 

West Elevation 
Scale: 

Noted 

Sales: Drawn By: 

Melissa Baugh CP 
Revisions: 

Sheet: 

O 2011 Thwnas Swan Sign Company Inc. All rights resewed. 
This drawing and the concepts, ideas and design development 
expressed herein are intended for use on this project only, and 
remain th sole properly of Thomas Swan Sign Company. 
Original design concepts developed from as part of this work 
remain the properly and copyright of their respective owners. 



51 0-232-961 0 California License #269069 

10" Round - faced 
13.251 White Gold-Leaf Letters 

Project: 

THOMAS-SWAN 
Co PANy I C. 

271 7 Goodrick Avenue, Richmond, CA 94801 

Scale - 318" = 1 ' 

Location: 

1 Culinary Center 

599 Broadway 
Sonoma, CA 

1;1 1 0  Round - faced 13.251 White Gold-Leaf Letters 
W scale - 1'1 = 1 1  

Date: SPECIFlCAllONS QTY (I) -SEE DETAL 2 
* 1"THICK POLYCAST RESIN LETERS WI 1325KTWHITE GOID LEAF FINISH I April 30,201 4 

Drawing Title: 

Storefront Signage 
Scale: 

Mounted '/; off wall &I b Noted 

Revisions: 1" thick cast resin letters gilded with 13.25KT white 
gold leaf finish. #&32 alum. studs drilledhapped 

into back of letter 

Sheet: 

1 Scale - 318" = 1' Stone Wall -1 
8 2011 Thomas Swan Sign Company Inc. All rights resewed. 
This drawing and the concepts, ideas and design development 
expressed herein are intended for use on this pmject only, and 
remain the sole pmperty of Thomas Swan Sign Company. 
Original design concepts developed from as part of this work 
remain the pmperty and copyright of their respective owners. 

3Flatcut 
13.251 White Gold-Leaf Letters 

on double sided monument 

r?. Section - WS Letter Attachment - Stone Wall SPECIFICATIONS: QlY (2) - SEE DETAIL 2 
xl' THICK ALUMINUM LEllERS WI13.25MWHITEGOLDLEAFFlNlSH 

Scale: 3"=1'-0" 



THOMAS-SWAN 
SIGN COMPANY, INC. 
271 7 Goodrick Avenue, Richmond, CA 94801 

51 0-232-961 0 California License #269069 

Project: 

Location: 

1 Culinary Center 

599 Broadway 
Sonoma, CA 

Date: 

April 30,201 4 

Drawing Title: 

Site Plan 
Scale: 

No Scale 

Melissa Baugh 

Revisions: 

I Sheet: 

O 2011 Thomas Swan Sign Company Inc. All rights resewed. 
This drawing and the concepts, ideas and design development 
expressed herein are intended for use on this project only, and 
remain the sole property of Thomas Swan Sign Company. 
Original design concepts developed from as part of this work 
remain the properly and copyright of their respective owners. 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 

 
4 
 
07/15/14 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

Grandma Linda’s Ice Cream 

Project Location 

408 First Street East 

Historical Significance 
   Listed on National Register of Historic Places, including Sonoma Plaza district 
   Listed on California Register of Historic Resources 
    Listed within Local Historic Resources Survey (Potentially Significant) 
   Over 50 years old (See notes) 
 
NOTES: The structure, referred to as the Pinelli building lies within the Sonoma Plaza National Register Historic District, 
and is designated as a National Register Contributing Building. The building was constructed in 1891 and is described as a 
vernacular one-story building.  Architectural details on the front façade include a leaded glass transom over the entrance 
along with a metal eyebrow cornice and dentils. 
Request 

Consideration of a new awning for a commercial building (Grandma Linda’s Ice Cream). 

Summary 
Background: On December 17, 2013, the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission (DRHPC) approved new 
exterior color modifications and an awning sign located at 408 First Street East. On February 14, 2014, staff 
administratively approved a Sign Application for two signs proposed at 408 First Street East. The decisions of the DRHPC 
and staff were appealed to the City Council.  On March 17th the City Council upheld the decision of the DRHPC to approve 
the application for design review of exterior color modifications and an awning sign and the appeal of staff’s decision to 
approve the application for the re-facing of a wall sign and a projecting sign located at 408 First Street East. At this time the 
applicants are proposing a new awing for Grandma Linda’s Ice Cream. 
 
Awning: The proposal involves installation of a canvas fabric awning on an existing welded aluminum frame above the 
commercial entrance of the building.  In terms of compatibility, the exterior color scheme of the building is primarily a 
reddish colored rock-faced wall.  Photographs of the existing conditions and a sample of the proposed awning color and 
material is attached.  The proposed awning is approximately 3 feet tall by 11 feet wide, the top sheet and valance would be 
composed of a burgundy canvas fabric all on a black aluminum frame. With regard to Building Code requirements, the 
vertical clearance from the public right-of-way to the lowest part of any awning, including valances, shall be 7 feet 
(Building Code §3202.2.3).  In addition, awnings may extend over public property not more than two-thirds the width of 
the sidewalk measured from the building. Stanchions or columns that support awnings, canopies, marquees and signs shall 
be located not less than 2 feet in from the curb line (Building Code §3202.3.1). The proposal complies with these standards 
in that the awning would provide 8 feet of clearance above the public walkway, and would extend only 3 feet from the face 
of the building, resulting in 9 feet of clearance from the end of the awning to the face of the curb.  The purpose of the 
awning is to provide weather protection for the retail store.  
 
Findings for Project Approval: For projects within the Historic Overlay zone or a Local Historic District and projects 
involving historically significant resources, the DRHPC may approve an application for architectural review, provided that 
the following findings can be made (§19.54.080.G): 
1. The project complies with applicable policies and regulations, as set forth in this Development Code, other City 

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

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

features on the site. 



 
 

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

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

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

 
Note: During a site visit, staff observed illegal signs consisting of an a-board, a wall sign (CREPES TODAY), and a number 
of window signs.  These signs have not been approved and shall be removed immediately.  In addition, staff observed 
outdoor seating in the form of two benches, two tables, and six chairs.  An Outdoor Seating permit has not been approved 
by the City; therefore, the outdoor seating furniture shall be removed immediately. 
 
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. In addition, Section 807.2 of the Fire Code requires testing by an approved agency 
meeting the NFPA 701 flame propagation standards or the materials shall be noncombustible. Reports of test results shall be 
submitted to the Fire Code Official prior to issuance of a building permit. An Encroachment Permit shall be required for all 
work performed in the public right-of-way. Please contact Lisa Sevilla at (707) 933-2205 for information regarding City 
Encroachment Permits.  
 
 

Commission Discussion 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission Action
  Approved   Disapproved   Referred to: _________________   Continued to: _________________ 

   

Roll Call Vote:   _______ Aye   _______ Nay   _______ Abstain   _______ Absent 
 
DRHPC Conditions or Modifications 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
Attachments 

1. Drawing of awning and previously approved awning sign 
2. Picture of existing conditions 
3. Awning samples  



 
 

  
 
cc: Grandma Linda’s Ice Cream 
 Attn: Dawn and Troy Marmaduke 
 408 First Street East 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 

 
Mary Martinez, via will call at City Hall 
 
Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
Yvonne Bowers, via email 
 
SLHP Historic Survey, via email 
 
Alan Jones, Administrative Captain 
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WALL SIGN: 5.5 ft. long by 1.33 ft tall. Made of Dibond aluminum. Colors are white, blue, on mauve background. 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 

 
5 
 
 
05/20/14 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

Jeff Zimmerman 

Project Location 

456 Patten Street 

Historical Significance 
   Listed on National Register of Historic Places, including Sonoma Plaza district (Significant) 
   Listed on California Register of Historic Resources (Significant) 
    Listed within Local Historic Resources Survey (Potentially Significant) 
   Over 50 years old (Potentially Significant) 
                                   Year built: circa 1938 
  
 
Request 

Design review of a proposed addition to the residence located at 456 Patten Street. 

Summary 
The applicant is proposing to add 367 square feet of building area to an existing residence at the rear portion of the house. 
 
Site Description: The subject property is a 10,500-square foot parcel located on the north side of Patten Street midblock 
between Fourth Street East and Fifth Street East. The property is currently developed with a ±1,822 square foot residence, 
±308 square foot garage, and ±523 square foot guest house. The residence was built in 1938 and is not eligible for listing on 
the California Register of Historic Resources (refer to enclosed Historical Resource Evaluation 456 Patten Street, Sonoma, 
Sonoma County, California, dated July, 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 east, west, and north. 
 
Proposed Project: The project involves remodeling the existing home and adding a 308 square foot addition to the rear of 
the structure. The exterior of the existing portion of the residence will remain essentially as it is currently constructed, with 
the exception of the south elevation where the new addition will be attached. The addition will have a roof at a 2:12 slope, 
similar to the shed dormer upstairs facing Patten Street. The top edge of the new roof will align with the ridge of the master 
bedroom and the lower edge will terminate just above the bedroom. Asphalt composite shingles will be used to match the 
existing roofing. The addition will have horizontal board siding to match the garage and guest house. 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: 
 
• Setbacks: The new addition meets or exceeds the normal setback requirements.  

 
• Coverage: At 23%, site coverage is less than the 40% maximum allowed in the Low Density Residential zone. 
 
• Floor Area Ratio: The project would result in a F.A.R. of 0.25, which is less than the 0.35 maximum allowed.  
 
• Parking: One covered parking space is provided in a detached garage. This meets the requirement. 
 
• Height: The one-story addition would have a maximum ridge height of 13 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 in July, 2014. This evaluation found that the residence, 

garage, and guesthouse are not historic resources and are not eligible for listing on the California Register of 
Historic, which means that the residence is not 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 east, west, and north, are developed with single family residences.   
 

4.     The location, design, site plan configuration, and effect of the proposed development. 
The addition and remodel is located in the Low Density Residential zoning district.  The addition would not be 
visible from Second Street East.  

 
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, 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). Per the historic evaluation prepared by APD Preservation LLC dated July 2014 (attached) the property 
does not meet any of the criteria for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources. Accordingly, the residence is 
not considered an historical resource as defined under CEQA and, pursuant to Section 15301 of the CEQA Guidelines, the 
remodel/addition project is categorically exempt (Class 1 – Existing Facilities). 
 
Required Findings: As set forth in §19.54.080.H of the Development Code, in order to approve an application for design 
review in the Historic Overlay Zone, the Design Review 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; 

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

features on the site; 
6. The project substantially complies with the applicable guidelines set forth in Chapter 19.42 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
  Approved   Disapproved   Referred to: _________________   Continued to: _________________ 

   

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

 
DRHPC Conditions or Modifications 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Attachments: 
1. Project narrative. 
2. Historic Resource Evaluation Cover Sheet 
3. Historical Resource Evaluation 456 Patten Street, Sonoma, Sonoma County, California, dated July, 2014. 
4. Elevations and renderings 
5. Site plan and photos 
 
 
 
 
cc:  Jeff Zimmerman 
  100 Gate 6 Road  
  Sausalito, CA  94965-3140 
 
  Stephane and Dana Vivler 
  456 Patten Street 
  Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
  Susan Twomey 
  2907 Shelter Island Drive #105 
  San Diego, CA  92106-2797 
 
  Mary Martinez, via will call at City Hall 
 
  Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
  Yvonne Bowers, via email 
 
  SLHP Historic Survey, via email 

 



Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission 
Planning and Community Development 
No. 1 The Plaza 
Sonoma, CA 95465 

Dear Commission: June 17,2014 

The project before you is a remodel and addition to the residence at 456 Patten St, The 
scope of work consists of a remodel of the kitchen and an extension of the north wall to 
add a new dining and living space. To our knowledge, there have been two prior 
additions: a rear guest house and garage in 1982, and a kitchen remodel and addition of 
the master bedroom in 1989. 

There will be 367 sf of conditioned space as part of the work as well as a redesign of the 
exterior deck. A gate and overhang behveen the garage and side entry, perpendicular to 
Patten St., will also be replaced. All of the work shall occur at the rear of the house and 
will not be visible from the street, except for the gate and overhang, The addition shall 
have a roof at a 2:12 slope, similar to the shed dormer upstairs facing Patten St, (See 
Board A?). The new roofs top edge wili align with the ridge of the master bedroom, and 
the lower edge shall terminate just above that of the bedroom. (See Board A2). Asphalt 
composite shingies will be used to match existing roofing. The addition wili have 
horizontal board siding to match the garage and guest house, while none of the existing 
stucco on the rest of the house wili be changed. 

It is our opinion that the proposal has been made in a subtie and elegant manner 
considering the existing structure and previous additions. Given that almost none of the 
addition will be seen from Patten St., we feel there is no adverse effect to the 
neighborhood, nor to the character of the existing residence. 

Thank you for your time and consideration, 
Gerardo Guzman 

Zimmerman + Associates 
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APD Preservation LLG 
2July 2014 

Dana Sexton Vivier & Stephane Vivier 
456 Patten St. 
Sonoma, CA 95476 

Subject: Historic Resource Evaluation ) for 456 Patten Street, Sonoma, CA 

Dear ;Mr. & Mrs. Vivier: 

Attached please fuld the HRE for your property at 456 Patten Street in Sonoma. Per our agreement, I have 
analyzed the historic potential of your property. In summary, the house is over 50 years old and it does lie in 
Sonoma's Historic Overlay District. It is, however, not histiirieallv s i d c m t  because it does not meet any of 
the four criteria of eligibility for the California Register of Historic Resources (association with a significant event, 
association with a signiticant person, architecturally sigdicant, potential to yield information). At the same time, 
it is not included in Sonorna's 1978 Historic Resource Inventory or any other local, state, or national survey or 
inventory. 

The City of Sonoma actively values arid protects its historic resources, and has a protocol for evaluating projects 
that could potentially have adverse effects on those historic resources that define and characterize Sonoma's 
cham. Any project that involves a structure that is over 50 years old triggers the City's requirement for an 
evaluation of the resource's historic character. If it is found that the structure is indeed historic, then the owner 
must assess the potential impacts of the proposed project on those "character defining" features that relay the 
property's historic nature. Similarly, if the property is historic, the project must be assessed for its compatibility 
with the "Secretary of the Interior's Standard's for Rehabilitation." Because this house is not historically 
significant, I have not prepared a detailed analysis of its "character defining features" or a "Secretary of the 
Interior'' assessment. 

Sonoma has also created a Historic Overlay District to support its preservation priority. Within this zone, an 
applicant must prove that: 

* The project will not impair the historic &aracter of its surroundings; and 

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

In this situation, the proposed addition at the rear of 456 Patten Street will not affect any historic resources 
because the house itself is not historic and because the project will not be visible from the surrounding properties 
or street. To the second point, no significant historic structures or features have been identified that would 
require such preservation. 

Thank you for giving me the opportunity to research this project. Please feel free to call me at 415-806-4549 if 
you have any questions or comments. 

Sincerely, 

4 Alice P Du ee p* 
APT) Preservation LLG 

Enclosure: Historic Resource Evaluation 

cc: Jeff Zimmerrnan 

13 125 Arnold Drive Glen Ellen California 95442 



2 July 2014 
APD Preservation LLC 

Dana Sexton vvier i?z Stephane Vivier 
456 Patten St. 
Sonoma, CA 95476 

Subject: Historic Resource Eduation (?IRE) for 456 Fatten Street, Sonoma, CA 

Dear Mr. & Mrs. Vivier: 

Attached please find the HRE for your property at 456 Patten Street in Sonoma. Per our agreement, I have 
analyzed the historic potential of your property. In summary, the house is over 50 years old and it does lie in 
Sonom's Historic Overlay District. It is, however, not him&- rPimdfI2:aat because it does not meet my of 
the four criteria of eligibility for the California Register of Historic Resources ((association with a significant event, 
association with a s i ~ ~ t  person, architecturally significant, potential to yield information), At the same time, 
it is not included in Sonoma's 1978 Historic Resource Inventory or any other local, state, or national survey or 
inventory. 

The City of Sonoma. actively d u e s  aid pmtects its historic resources, aid has a protwo1 for evduathg projects 
that could potentially have adverse effects on those historic resources that define and characterize Sonoma's 
charm. Any project that involves a structure that is over 50 years old triggers the City's requirement for an 
evaluation of the resource's historic character. If it is found that the structure is indeed historic, then the owner 
must assess the potential impacts of the proposed project on those "character defining" features that relay the 
property's historic nature. Similarly, if the property is historic, the project must be assessed for its compatibility 
with the "Secretary of the Interior's Standard's for Rehabilitation.'' Because this house is not historically 
sigrdicant, I have not prepared a dedled analysis ofits "character defining features" or a "Secretary of the 
Interior'ksessment. 

Sonoma has also created a Historic Overlay District to support its preservation priority. Within this zone, an 
applicant must prove that: 

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

The project substantially preserves the q d t i e s  of any sig&cant historic structures or other significant 
historic featuws on the site. 

In this situation, the proposed addition at the rear of 456 Patten Street will not affect any historic resources 
because the house itself is not historic and because the project will not be. visible &om the surrounding properties 
or street. To the second point, no significant historic structures or features have been identified that would 
require such preservation. 

Thank you for giving me the opportunity to research this project. Please feel fi-ee to call me at 415-806-4549 if 
you have any questions or comments. 

Sincerely, 

APD Preservation LLC 

Enclosure: Historic Resource Evaluation 

cc: Jeff Zimmerman 

13 125 Arnold Drive Glen Ellen CaUornia 95442 
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456 Patten Street, Sonoma, CA 95476 
Historic Resource Evaluation 

  
2

Project Overview & Executive Summary 

The owners of the house at 456 Patten Street in Sonoma, California, are planning a project to remodel 
and expand the house towards the rear of the lot.  As part of the planning process, they hired Alice P. 
Duffee, an architectural historian and preservation planner with APD Preservation LLC, to evaluate the 
historic character of the property.  This report is the result of that evaluation.   

The purpose of the report is to determine if the house qualifies for the California Register of Historic 
Resources (California Register) and, if so, to assess the potential impact of the proposed project on the 
property.   

The proposed project entails constructing an addition on the north (rear) facade, partially filling in the “L” 
currently made by the 1989 addition and the main block of the 1938 house.  The addition would contain 
approximately 367 square feet and would require removing a section of the north wall of the original 
house, including the bay window in the kitchen.  The front façade and the overall street appearance of 
the property would not be changed.  Only the side gate and the overhang of the addition would be visible 
from the street. 

Though the house is 76 years old, it is not eligible for the California Register because it does not meet 
any of the Register’s criteria of eligibility (association with a significant event, association with a 
significant person, architecturally significant, potential to yield information).  While the house is within the 
City of Sonoma’s Historic Overlay District, it is not included in any local or state historic resources 
surveys, including  the Sonoma Valley League for Historic Preservation’s 1978 survey and its 
subsequent updates.  The following modifications made to the house have further eroded the 
architectural character of the property: replacement of all windows, addition of a wing on the northeast 
corner (1989), conversion of the original garage into living space. 

Methodology 

On June 27, 2014, Alice P. Duffee undertook a field survey of the property, to conduct a visual review and 
assessment of the house.  Records searches were conducted at the following repositories, as well as a 
variety of online research websites: 

• Sonoma County Recorder’s office 
• Sonoma County History & Genealogy Library 
• Sonoma League for Historic Preservation 
• Sonoma Valley Historical Society 
• Northwest Information Center (NWIC) 
• San Francisco Public Library (SFPL) online research databases 
• City of Sonoma (Building and Planning departments) 
• California Digital Newspaper Collection  
• Online Archive of California and a variety of online research websites 

Evaluator qualifications 

Alice P. Duffee of APD Preservation LLC conducted the evaluation of the historic character of the house 
at 456 Patten Street in Sonoma, California.  Ms. Duffee is a qualified architectural historian as defined by 
the Code of Federal Regulations (36 CFR Part 61) and is listed in the California Historical Resources 
Information System (CHRIS) as a consultant qualified to work in the fields of Architectural History and 
History. She holds a Master of Science degree in Historic Preservation from the University of 
Pennsylvania and a Bachelor of Arts in Architectural History from the University of Virginia. 
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456 Patten Street, Sonoma, CA 95476 
Historic Resource Evaluation 
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Description 

The house at 456 Patten Street is “L” shaped with a gabled roof and two intersecting gabled sections. It is 
set back from Patten Street, in line with its neighbors, and separated from the street by a small yard with 
mature landscaping and a low wood rail fence.  All sections of the structure are stuccoed and rest on a 
concrete foundation. The garage is on a slab, while the main block and the modern addition are slightly 
elevated.  The roof, including the porches and bay windows, is modern asphalt shingle.  All of the 
windows have been replaced with modern, energy efficient sashes. 

The oldest section of the house dates to 1938 and consists of a single-storey rectangular block with an 
intersecting gable that projects off of the west end.  A one-and-a-half storey garage (also from 1938) 
abuts the house on the west gable, and is slightly lower than the main block of the house.  A shed roof 
dormer with a pair of two-over-two, double hung sash is centered on the garage wing, though not over the 
original garage opening.  When the garage was converted to living space, the garage opening was infilled 
with a pair of two-over-two double hung sash windows set in a simple wooden frame.  The garage patch 
is still visible in the stucco around the windows. 

The projecting, intersecting gabled section consists of a three sided bay window with a hipped roof and 
six-over-six, double hung windows. A simple wooden frame defines the windows.  At the peak of the 
gable, a wooden louvered opening provides ventilation to the attic.  

A concrete path leads from the street, up two cement steps to the front porch, immediately east of the 
intersecting gable. The roof extends down to form this porch that spans the remaining section of the 
house from the intersecting gable to the east corner. Square, 4x4 posts support the porch and are topped 
with applied decorative brackets. Inside the porch, exposed rafters cross the simple clapboard ceiling.  
The posts are bolted onto a low brick half wall, laid in running bond with untooled joints.  The poured 
concrete floor contains simple tooled joints to delineate the space. 

The entrance is centered on this south façade, immediately east of the projecting gabled mass.  The door 
is nestled in an arched recess, up a small step. It consists of two arched, plat panels and a “speakeasy” 
grill.  A pair of two-over-two, double hung windows fill the space next to the front door.  Like the other 
windows throughout the house, the sashes have been replaced though the original wood frame remains. 

The west elevation is the gable end of the original garage.  It contains two single windows at the first 
storey, both with replacement sash set in the original frames. The northernmost window is two over two 
double hung; the southernmost window is three over three double hung and was added when the garage 
was converted into living space.   At the second storey, a pair of two-over-two windows is centered under 
the peak. The original cornice of the main block of the house is visible just above roofline of garage. A 
utility conduit abuts the southwest corner.  

The roof line of this garage section extends over the north eave to make a simple shed roof porch, 
supported on unadorned 4x4 posts. Like the front porch, it has exposed joists and clapboard frame 
ceiling.  A wood board fence encloses the yard on three sides and has a gate by the shed roof porch. A 
contemporary door with a nine paned window and a paneled based is centered under the porch. 

At the rear (north) façade, a one-storey, gable roofed addition, built in 1989, extends off of the east corner 
into the back yard. The addition has a pair of single paned French doors flanked by full length side lights 
and an arched single paned transom in the peak.  The joists are exposed under the overhanging roof. A 
shallow step from the French doors leads onto a wood deck. The west side of addition has two double 
hung windows; the east side is blank. 

A modern frame pergola shelters the back door, and attaches to the 1989 wing. A modern back door has 
been cut into the body of the 1938 house and consists of single paned glass French doors to match the 
doors in the 1989 addition.  The doors are flush with the wood deck and are surrounded by a plain board 
frame.  West of the pergola, a hipped roofed, three-sided bay window with replacement sashes in the 
original wood frame projects from the plane of the wall.   



 

Heavy lan
single woo
are cut int
replaceme
the east.  

A gable ro
A gable ro
too, was c

Historica

The house
Francisco
the area f
that year, 
town—the
Buena (th
traditional
remains s
the plaza.

For a brie
The infant
state in 18
Santa Ros
crossroad

 

ndscaping and
od louvered v
to the founda
ent sash set i

oofed, frame g
oofed, frame g
constructed in

al Context of 

e at 456 Patte
o Solano Miss
from mission t
on June 24, 

e headquarter
he precursor t
l plaza and gr

so today.  The
. 

ef period in 18
t Republic, no
850.  Vallejo w
sa, however, 

ds.  In 1883 it 

d proximity to
ventilation ope
tion. Two win
n original fram

garage sits ju
guesthouse/p
n 1982. 

Sonoma 

en Street is s
sion in 1823.  
to pueblo, us
1835, the gov
rs for the milit
o the city of S
rid design. Th
e orderly stree

846 (25 days)
ow state of Ca
was elected a
took over the
was incorpor

Detail of Otto V. 
 

o the wood pe
ening occupie

ndows match 
mes. The mod

ust off the nor
poolhouse sits

ituated on lan
In 1835 Gene
ing the name
vernor signed
tary in the no
San Francisco
he 8-acre plaz
et grid was sy

, Sonoma wa
alifornia, was
a State Senat
e position in 1
rated as a city

Geldern’s 1875 

 

erimeter fence
es the peak o
the other win
dern addition 

thwest corne
s at the rear o

nds granted b
eral Mariano 
“Sonoma” in 

d an order offi
rth.  With the 
o), General V
za they laid ou
ymmetrical aro

as the capital o
quickly anne

tor and lobbie
854 and Son

y. 

Plan of Sonoma

e limit access 
of the gable, a
dows through
 projects off t

r of the house
of the property

by the Mexica
Guadalupe V
 his progress
icially establis
help of Willia

Vallejo laid out
ut was the lar
ound the 110

of the newly f
exed by the U
ed to keep So
noma reverted

a showing proper

456 Patten Stre
Histor

 to the east (s
and several ve
hout the hous
the rear corne

e and was co
ty enclosing th

an Governmen
Vallejo set abo
s report to the
shing Sonoma
am A. Richard
t the town of S
rgest plaza in

0’ wide Broadw

formed “Bear
nited States a

onoma as the 
d to a sleepy 

rty location. 

eet, Sonoma, CA
ric Resource Eva

side) elevatio
entilation ope
se with 
er several fee

nstructed in 1
he pool area. 

nt to the San 
out transitioni
 governor.  La
a as a “presid
dson from Yer
Sonoma arou

n California, a
way, centered

r Flag Republ
and later mad
county seat; 
agricultural 

A 95476 
aluation 

5

n. A 
enings 

et to 

1982. 
It, 

ng 
ater 
dial” 
rba 
und a 
nd 
d on 

ic”.  
de a 

 



456 Patten Street, Sonoma, CA 95476 
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History of 456 Patten Street 

The lot that contains 456 Patten Street was on the border of what were originally known as Blocks 271 
and 272 on the early pueblo map.  It was on the outer edge of the city grid, and beyond the range of the 
Sanborn Fire Insurance maps of the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries.  In 1875, the current 
address was vacant and was part of a larger parcel owned by Francis Breitenbach, a German immigrant 
and Sonoma’s Justice of the Peace (see map below).1  The street was called England Street at that time. 

In the early 20th century, Filippo Picetti purchased the land from Francis Breitenbach’s son, Louis.  The 
Picettis immigrated from Genoa, Italy, to the United States in 1881 and were living in San Francisco by 
1900.2  By 1910 they were in Sonoma.3  In April 1915 Picetti subdivided Lots 272 and 273 into 22 parcels.  
The house at 456 Patten Street includes 15.5” of the southeast parcel of Lot 272, known as Lot #11 in 
Block 3 of the “Picetti Terrace” subdivision.4 

 

 
“Picetti Terrace,” April 12, 1915. 456 Patten includes 15.5” off the eastern side of Lot #11, Block 3. 

In August 1938 Edward Benjamin Young and his wife, Neva, took on a $3,500 mortgage to buy the 
vacant lot and build a house.5   Edward was originally from Iowa, was a World War I veteran, and moved 

                                                           
1 1880 U. S. Census. www.ancestry.com. 
2 1900 U.S. Census. www.ancestry.com. 
3 1910 U.S. Census. www.ancestry.com. 
4 Map of Picetti Terrace, A Subdivision of Lots 269 and 272 NS  Portion of Lots 268 and 273, Sonoma City, Sonoma County, 
California. April 12, 1915.  Book 32, Page 20. On file at the Sonoma County Recorder, Santa Rosa, CA. 
5 Sonoma County Recorder, Book 472, Page 185. 
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to California with his wife between 1927 and 1930.  They initially settled in Glen Ellen where they both 
worked as “attendants” at the “State Home for Feeble Minded” (now the Sonoma Developmental 
Center).6 They hired Rudolph Carl Lange, a local building contractor from Minnesota, to build a “6 room 
residence.”  They filed a “Notice of Completion” for the house with the County Recorder on January 12, 
1939.7  According to the 1940 U.S. Census, the house was valued at $3,500 and owned and occupied by 
the Youngs. 

The Youngs sold the house to Howard D. McEwen, a widower, in 1959.  McEwen remarried soon 
thereafter and lived in the house with his wife, Lupe (aka “Chachi”), for 22 years until 1981.  The property 
sold to Vintage Enterprises and Judith Adams in 1981, to Francesca Peck in 1988, to the Novas in 1988, 
to Victoria Graves in 2001, and to the current owners in 2013.  Major changes to the property included the 
construction of a pool, guesthouse and garage in 1982 and the addition of a master bedroom wing in 
1989.8 

Determination of Eligibility 

According to the California Office of Historic Preservation (OHP), a building, structure or object is eligible 
for listing in the California if it meets one or more of the four following criteria:9 

1. 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. 

2. Associated with the lives of persons important to local, California or national 
history. 

3. 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. 

4. Has yielded, or has the potential to yield, information important to the prehistory 
or history of the local area, California or the nation.10 

Though the house at 456 Patten Street is 76 years old and it is within Sonoma’s Historic Overlay District, 
it does not meet any of the above criteria: 

1. It was not directly associated with a major local or regional development trend or event. 
2. Its original owner (the Youngs) and builder (Rudolph Lange) were not significant to local, 

regional, or national history. 
3. While the house is typical of modest houses of the late 1930s in terms of design, materials and 

details, it is not architecturally distinctive.   
4. The area has been significantly disturbed by development on the lot, including the installation of 

a pool, and is not known to contain any archeological resources. 

At the same time, the house is neither included in any state or local historic resource survey (such as the 
Sonoma League for Historic Preservation’s 1978 survey) nor listed in the California or National Register 
of Historic Places.   
  

                                                           
6 1930 U.S. Census. www.ancestry.com. 
7 Sonoma County Recorder, Book 469, Page 144. 
8 Information from City of Sonoma Building Department,7/1/14. 
9 Pub. Res. Code 5024.1, Title 14 CCR, Section 4852. 
10 http://ohp.parks.ca.gov/?page_id=21238 
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Conclusion 

The house at 456 Patten Street is not a historically significant structure and the proposed alterations to 
this non-historically significant structure do not constitute an adverse effect under the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA).11 
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Bowers, A.B. Map of Sonoma County, California. 1867. 

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

Fraser-Munro, J. P. History of Sonoma County V2, Including its Geology, Topography, Mountains, Valleys 
and Streams (1879). San Francisco, CA: Alley, Brown & Co. Publishers, 1880. 

Geldern, Otto V. Plan of Sonoma. 1875. 

Kirker, Harold. California’s Architectural Frontier: Style and Tradition in the Nineteenth Century. Salt Lake 
City, UT: Gibbs M. Smith, Inc. 1960. 

Kirker, Harold. Old Forms on a New Land: California Architecture in Perspective. Niwot, CO: Roberts 
Rinehart Publishers. 1991. 

Mathes, Valerie Sherer and Smith, Diane Moll. Images of America: Sonoma Valley. Charleston, SC: 
Arcadia Publishing. 2004. 

McIntire & Lewis. Official Map of the County of Sonoma, California. 1908. 

Morton, W. Brown III; Hume, Gary L; Weeks, Kay D; Jandl, H. Ward.  The Secretary of the Interior’s 
Standards for Rehabilitation & Illustrated Guidelines for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings. 
Washington, D.C.: U.S. Department of the Interior. 1992. 

Munro-Fraser, J.P. History of Sonoma County, Including its Geology, Topography, Mountains, Valleys 
and Streams V1 (1879). San Francisco: Alley, Bowen & Co. Publishers, 1880. 

Nelson, Lee H. Preservation Brief 17: Architectural Character—Identifying the Visual Aspects of Historic 
Buildings as an Aid to Preserving their character.  Washington, DC: National Park Service, 1988. 

O’Farrell, Jasper. Map of Sonoma, 1850. New York, NY: Wm H. Ranlett & Co., 1850. 

Ricksecker, L.E. and Walkup, W.B. Official Map of Sonoma County. Santa Rosa, Ca: 1908. 

Thompson, Robert A. Historical and Descriptive Sketch of Sonoma County, California. Philadelphia: L.H. 
Everts & Co., 1877.  

Thompson, Thomas H., New Historical Atlas of Sonoma County. Oakland, California: Thos. H. Thompson 
& Co., 1877 (reprinted by Sonoma County Historical Society, 2003). 

 

Online resources: 
www.accessible.com 
www.ancestry.com 
www.archives.com 
www.archives.org 
www.calisphere.universityofcalifornia.edu 
www.cdnc.ucr.edu 
www.geneaologybank.com 

                                                           
11 California Environmental Quality Act Guidelines 15064.5(a)(3) and 15064.5(b). 
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hld.huntington.org/cdm/ 
www.loc.gov 
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Figure 1: Front (south) facade. 

 
Figure 2: Front (south) facade. Garage converted to living space. 
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Figure 3: Front (south) facade. Louvered ventilation opening. 

 

 
Figure 4: Front (south) facade. Detail of front door. 
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Figure 7: Front (south) 
facade. Window detail in 
porch. 

 Figure 6: Front (south) 
facade. Porch detail -brick 
half wall. 

 
Figure 5: Front (south) facade. 
Porch ceiling and post detail. 
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Figure 8: Rear (north) facade. 1989 addition on the left. 

 

 
Figure 9: Rear (north) elevation. 1938 bay window. 
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Figure 10: Rear (north) facade. Back doors (replaced). 
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Figure 12: West (side) facade. Rear, shed-roofed porch. 

Figure 11: West (side) facade.
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Figure 13: 1982 garage. 

 

 
Figure 14: 1982 Guesthouse. 
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Figure 16: West property line. Trellis fence. 

Figure 15: West property line 
(looking north). 
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Figure 17: East property line.  Fence and landscaping. 
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Figure 18: North side of Patten, looking west. 

 

 
Figure 19: North side of Patten, looking east. 
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Figure 20: South side of Patten, looking east. 

 

 
Figure 21: South side of Patten, looking west. 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 

 
6 
 
 
07/15/14 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

Marcus & Willers Architects 

Project Location 

165 East Spain Street 

Historical Significance 
   Listed on National Register of Historic Places, including Sonoma Plaza district (Significant) 
   Listed on California Register of Historic Resources (Significant) 
    Listed within Local Historic Resources Survey (Potentially Significant) 
   Over 50 years old (Potentially Significant) 
                                   Year Built: 1922 
                                  *Pinelli Bungalow. This structure, which is a contributing building to the Sonoma Plaza National 
                                   Register District, will be retained as part of the project and rehabilitated as an office in accordance 
with 
                                   the standards of the Secretary of Interior. 
Request 

Consideration of a landscape plan for the Mission Square project. 

Summary 
Background: The Mission Square project has been the subject of a lengthy review process that began in 2005 and included 
the preparation of an environmental impact report and related addenda. After a number of reviews and refinements, a 
substantially revised and scaled-back proposal was approved by the Planning Commission at its meeting of November 14, 
2013. This decision was appealed to the City Council, which conducted its review of the project on February 3, 2014. After 
holding a public hearing on the matter, the Council voted 4-1 to deny the appeal, thereby upholding the decision of the 
Planning Commission to approve the project. On May 20, 2014, the DRHPC approved the design of Building 1 (option 2), 
within the Mission Square development, a mixed use project featuring 3,514 sq. ft. of office space, 14 apartments, and 
associated parking and improvements. Conditions of approval related to design review are as follows: 

• Trees removed to accommodate the project shall be replaced at a ratio of 2:1, and shall include two street trees at a 
36-inch box size, plus a third street tree at a 36-inch box size if the existing sycamore street tree cannot be 
preserved. 

• Street trees planted along East Spain Street shall be consistent with the City’s Street Tree Planting Program, 
including the District Tree List. 

• The pecan tree shall be preserved. 
• An attempt shall be made to preserve the oak tree located at the southeast corner of the property. 
• In addition to the noise barrier required by Mitigation Measure NOISE-4, masonry walls or fencing with a 

minimum height of 6 feet shall be installed along the remainder of south and east property lines and along the west 
property line where adjoining the Mercato parking lot. This fencing/walls shall be required along the specified 
project boundaries noted above except at locations where the DRHPC determines existing fencing/screening is 
adequate or may be repaired. 

• 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 required tree plantings, perimeter 
buffer/screening plantings, and replacement plantings on the west side of driveway), enclosures, fencing/walls 
(including the noise barrier required by Mitigation Measure NOISE-4), and hardscape improvements. The 
landscape plan shall comply with City of Sonoma’s Water Efficient Landscaping Ordinance 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). 

• Mitigation Measure NOISE-4:  To attenuate parking lot noise within the adjacent residential area a 6-foot-high 
solid fence/wall should be constructed on the southeastern (residential) property lines extending from the 
southeastern corner of the site to the mid-point of Building 6 as shown in Figure 4.6-3.  To be effective as a noise 
barrier the fence/wall should be built without cracks or gaps in the face or base, have a minimum surface weight of 



 
 

3.0 lbs. per square feet, and be capable of reducing noise traveling directly through it by a minimum of 10 dBA.  A 
wood fence built with a double layer of 1-inch nominal thickness fence boards, where the second layer of boards 
installed to cover the joints of the first layer would meet these surface weight and noise reduction requirements.  
Other wall types that will provide the needed level of noise reduction include masonry block, and concrete panel 
walls. 

• Onsite lighting shall be addressed through a lighting plan, subject to the review and approval of the DRHPC. All 
proposed exterior lighting for the building 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 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 height of 
15 feet 

 
Landscaping Plan: At this time the applicant is requesting review of a landscape plan (attached) for the property. The 
applicant is proposing to plant thirty-two trees consisting of the following: nine crape myrtle trees; five sweet bay trees; 
five swan hill olive trees; ten London plane trees; one cork oak; and two drake elm trees. The trees would be 
supplemented with additional shrubs, vines, and espaliers. The arborist report prepared for the project indicated that 
twenty trees would require removal.  Based on the 2:1 tree replacement ratio, forty trees are required as replacement. 
The landscape architect has indicated that thirty-two trees are proposed to be replaced (a shortfall of eight trees). The 
DRHPC has the discretion to allow a tree replacement ratio of less than 2:1. That said, the landscape architect has 
indicated that twelve replacement trees are proposed at a 36 inch box size and twenty replacement trees are proposed at a 
24 inch box size. 
 
Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance: As required by the project conditions of approval, the applicant has submitted WELO 
documentation. A legend listing proposed species and planting sizes is provided for reference. In addition, water budget 
calculations prepared by the landscape architect (attached) demonstrate compliance with Sonoma Municipal Code §14.32, 
Water Efficient Landscaping. The calculations indicate that the proposed landscaping would utilize 174,967 gallons or 95% 
of the associated annual water budget allotment of 184,598 gallons. 
 
Landscape Exterior Light Fixtures:  At this time the applicant is proposing landscape lighting only. The comprehensive 
exterior lighting plan will be reviewed by the DRHPC at a future meeting. Per the attached schedule (Sheet L1.1), sixteen 
each bollards (Vista Lighting #1455) are proposed in the landscaped area. Specification sheets for the proposed light fixtures 
are attached for consideration.  
 
Fencing: Four types of fencing are proposed for the project: a split-face concrete block wall (sound wall), a wire mesh fence, 
a six-foot tall wood fence with vertical boards, and the three different, three-foot tall, designs.  The six-foot tall concrete 
split-face concrete block wall is proposed from the southeastern corner of the site to the mid-point of the building in the 
southeastern corner of the property and from the southeastern corner of the site north along the parking area. The wire mesh 
fence is proposed to extend west from the concrete wall to the southwest corner of the property and along the west property 
line along the Mercato parking lot. The six-foot tall wood fence with vertical boards is proposed to delineate the areas 
around the residential units adjacent to the eastern property line. Three varieties of three-foot tall fence are proposed: an iron 
fence (flat bar grid); an iron fence; and, a wood picket fence. The three-foot tall fence varieties are proposed along the 
driveway area and adjacent to East Spain Street. 
 
Findings for Project Approval: For projects within the Historic Overlay zone or a Local Historic District and projects 
involving historically significant resources, the DRHPC may approve an application for architectural review, provided that 
the following findings can be made (§19.54.080.G): 
1. The project complies with applicable policies and regulations, as set forth in this Development Code, other City 

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

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

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

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

to a local historic district as designated through section 19.42.020. 



 
 

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

 
 
 

Commission Discussion 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission Action
  Approved   Disapproved   Referred to: _________________   Continued to: _________________ 

   

Roll Call Vote:   _______ Aye   _______ Nay   _______ Abstain   _______ Absent 
 
DRHPC Conditions or Modifications 
 
 
 
 
Attachments 

1. Project narrative 
2. City of Sonoma Maximum Applied Water Allowance Form, Estimated Total Water Use Calculations, and 

Hydrozone Table Form 
3. Lighting specification sheet 
4. Picture of light 
5. Color coded fence site plan 
6. Site plan 
7. Plant schedule 
8. Planting plan 

 
 
   

 

 
cc: Marcus & Willers Architects 
 873 First Street West 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 

Mary Martinez, will call at City Hall 
 
  Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
  Yvonne Bowers, via email 
 
  SLHP Historic Survey, via email 



City of Sonoma 
Planning Staff & Commissioners 
No. 1 The Plaza 
Sonoma, CA 95476 

October 18, 2013 

MISSION SQUARE PROJECT NARRATIVE - LANDSCAPE 

Concept 

The concept driving the proposed landscape for the Mission Square project at 165 East Spain 

Street is simplicity and practicality - a modern take on the garden at the mission. Strategies to 

achieve this include using crushed stone as mulch in the planting areas (eliminate the visual 

distinction between planting and walking areas so that the project seems more open overall), using 

boulders as seating and to define edges, placing river cobbles in the drainage areas and herbs or 

herb-like plants where feasible. 

Noise Barrier & Fencing 

Per the COA, a 6' tall noise barrier (double-thick fence with no gaps) is proposed on the southern 

portion of the east property line and on the eastern portion of the southern property line. Between 

adjacent parking areas and subject property parking areas we propose a vine-covered wire fence. 

The proposed 3' tall front yard fences are a mix of wood and metal types designed to fit in to (but 

not duplicate) the mix of fences present in the neighborhood (see examples in the presentation). 

Water-efficient Landscaping 

There is no lawn proposed for this project and all irrigation will be drip, inline emitters or bubblers. 

Because there is no lawn - and all plants are moderate- or low-water use plants and there is no 

overhead irrigation -this project complies with WELO (a statement of compliance form will be 

submitted with the building permit). 



Landscape Li~ht inq 

We are proposing that bollards (max. 36" tall) will provide pedestrian lighting within the project. 

(The proposed fixture and spacing is subject to change based upon a review from a lighting 

engineer.) 

Stormwater 

Our civil engineer has designed the storm-water mitigation areas into the area just south of the 

parking lot. Proposed planting (that comply with requirements) are: Juncus patens in the bottom of 

the swale and festuca rubra for the sides of the swale. 

Tree Replacement 

(20) trees will be removed from the site -which requires (40) replacement trees. Due to the 

density of the proposed buildings, as well as the stormwater treatment requirements that further 

restrict tree planting, there is insufficient room to plant the required replacement trees. Instead we 

are requesting that we be allowed to mitigate the shortcoming by increasing the planted size from 

the typical 15-gallon to (12) 36 box trees and (20) 2 4  box trees. 

Paul Harris, M ~ A  

Principal 

Imagine Sonoma 



Estimated Total Water Use Calculations 

The project's Estimated Total Water Use is calculated as follows: 
ETWU = (ETo)(0.62)[(PF x HA)/IE) + SLA] 

where: 
ETWU = Estimated total water use per year (gallons/year) 
ETo = Reference Evapotranspiration for Sonoma, or 46.1 (incheslyear) 
0.62 = Conversion Factor (to gallons per square foot) 
PF = Plant Factor from WUCOLS as follows: 0.30 for Low water-use plantings; 0.6 for Medium; 1.0 for High 
HA = Hydrozone Area [high, medium, and low water use areas] (square feet) -see Hydrozone Table Form 
SLA = Special Landscape Area (square feet) 
IE 

Statement of Compliance: 

Irrigation Efficiency (IE) Table 
Percent of total landscape 
irrigated with Drip 

This MA WA Form has been prepared by me or under my general direction. As required under the City's Water Efficient 
Landscape Ordinance, the landscaping and irrigation system has been designed such that the Estimated Total Water Use 
for the landscaped area is less than the Maximum Applied Water Allowance (i.e., "water budget"). 

0-25% 
26 - 50% 
51 - 75% 
76 - 100% 
Manual watering 

Paul Harris (Print) 

0.71 
0.75 
0.80 
0.85 
1.00 

(Signature) 

Page 2 of 2 



CITY OF SONOMA 
MVDROZOME TABLE FORM 

Revised: 11/11/10 

This documentation form shall be used in compliance with the City's Water Efficiency Landscape Ordinance as codified 
in Chapter 14.32 of the Sonoma Municipal Code. This Form is a simple form version of what is provided by the State of 
California. The Applicant may choose to  use the more complex State form as codified in Chapter 2.7, Model Water 
Efficient Landscape Ordinance, California Code of Regulations, Title 23. 

Submitted by: Paul Harris (Print) 

Hydrozone* 
High water use 
High water use 
Medium water use 
Medium water use 
LOW water use 
Low water use 

Summary Hydrozone Table 

'i 

(Signature) 611 61201 4 (Date) 

Zone or Valve 

(see plan) 

(see plan) 

Hydrozone* 
High water use 
High water use 
Medium water use 
Medium water use 
LOW water use 
Low water use 

% of Landscape Area 

61 % 

39% 

Total 

Irrigation Method 

in-line drip 

in-line drip 

100% 

Area 

6580 

41 85 

Area (Square Feet) 

6580 

41 85 

% of Landscape Area 

61 % 

39% 

Total 100% 



CITY OF SONOMA 
MAXIMUM APPLIED WATER ALLOWANCE FORM 

Revised: 12/15/10 

This documentation form shall be used in compliance with the City's Water Efficiency Landscape Ordinance as codified 
in Chapter 14.32 of the Sonoma Municipal Code. This Form is a simple form version of what is provided by the State of 
California. The Applicant may choose to  use the more complex State form as codified in Chapter 2.7, Model Water 
Efficient Landscape Ordinance, California Code of Regulations, Title 23. 

Maximum Applied Water Allowance (MAWA) Calculations 

The project's MAWA is calculated as follows: 

MAWA = (ETo)(0.62) x [(ETAF x LA) + (0.3 x SLA)] 

where: 
MAWA = Maximum Applied Water Allowance, or Water Budget (gallons/year) 
ETo = Reference Evapotranspiration for Sonoma, or 46.1 (incheslyear) 
0.62 = Conversion Factor (to gallons per square foot) 
ETAF = ET adjustment factor for Sonorna, or 0.60 
LA = Landscaped Area, including SLA (square feet) 
SLA = Portion of the LA identified as Special Landscape Area (square feet) 

Show calculations: 

MAWA = 28.58 x l(0.60 x 10,765 ) + (0.3 x 0 )] = 184-7598 gallons/year 
LA SLA 

Page 1 of 2 



Type: 

Model: 

SPECIFICATION SHEET 
Project: 

MODEL 1455 Architectural Series Bollards & Beacons 

FIXTURE SPECIFICATIONS: 

LAMP TYPE: 
A15- Incandescent. 60W Max. Lamp not included with fixture, order 
separately. 
HOUSING: 
Die-cast, copper-free aluminum with a Turn-to-Lock lamp housing for 
easy, tool-free maintenance. 
POST: 
2%" diameter, heavy-gauge, extruded aluminum (1/8" wall thickness). 
FINISH: 
Polyester powder-coat finish available in Black. Verde, Architectural 
Brick, Architectural Bronze, Light Bronze, Dark Bronze, Granite, Pewter, 
Terracotta, Rust, Hunter Green, Mocha, Weathered Bronze, Weathered 
Iron, and White. 
SOCKET/LAMP HOLDER: 
Top grade porcelain, medium base 4KV pulse rated socket with spring 
center contact and a silicone rubber jacket protector t o  prevent moisture/ 
debris from entering socket. 
LENS: 
Frosted, high-impact, molded, polycarbonate lens. 
MOUNTING: 
Direct-burial post. (Post extended 12" for in-ground orconcrete mounting.) 

FASTENERS: 
All fasteners are stainless steel. 
WIRING: 
Prewired with 200°C-rated wire along with a grounded lead. 
CERTIFICATION: 
UL Listed to  U.S. and Canadian safety standards for line voltage landscape 
luminaires (UL 1598). The maximum wattages allowed by Underwriters 
Laboratories (UL) for the U.S. and Canadian markets may vary. Maximum 
wattages specified are Underwriters Laboratories U.S. standard. Please 
contact Vista for any questions about the maximum wattages allowed by 
UL Canadian standards. 

All Vista luminaires are MADE IN THE U.S.A. 

DIMENSIONS: 

@us 
LISTED 

V~sta Professronal Outdoor Lighting reserves the right to modlfy the design and/or construct~on o f  the fixture shown wrthout further nofifrcat,on. 

1625 Surveyor Avenue Simi Valley. CA 93063 . (805) 527-0987 (800) 766-VISTA (8478) 
FAX: (888) 670-VISTA (8478). emailOvistapro.com . www.vistapro.com 



SPECIFICATION SHEET 

MODEL 1455 Architectural Series o Bollards & Beacons 

FIXTURE ORDERING INFORMATION 

TO ORDER FIXTURE: Select appropriate choice from each column as in the following example. 

EXAMPLE: 1455-B-FR 

Lamp not  included with fixture, order separately. For available lamps, see Lamp Guide, Vista catalog. 

V~sta Professional Outdoor Ltghting reserves the right t o  modify the design and/or constructjon o f  the fixture shown wtthout further notificatlon. 

1625 Surveyor Avenue . S~mi Valley, CA 93063 . (805) 527-0987 (800) 766-VISTA (8478) 
FAX: (888) 670-VISTA (8478) . emailOvistapro.com www.vistapro.com 1455 05.14 

LENS 

CR - Clear lens 
FR - Frosted lens 
PR - Prismatic lens 

MODEL 

1455 

FINISH 

B - Black 
G - Verde 
BR - Architectural Brick 
Z - Architectural Bronze 
LZ - Light Bronze 
DZ - Dark Bronze 
GT - Granite 
P - Pewter 
TC - Terracotta 
R - Rust 
HG - Hunter Green 
M - Mocha 
W B  -Weathered Bronze 
W I  -Weathered iron 
W - White 
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PLANT SCHEDULE 
TREES - BOTANICAL NAME ICONMON M E  
LAG N S  iagenvaemia r iurcamra i Crape Mymecurd PI"* 

LAU SliR U u N l  nobil6 Saia#ogs iswest Bay 

OLE SWA Oiea euiopaea Swan Hiii TM iSwaHiUOire 

PL/I W L  Piatan- r scenfdia Caiumba i LoidanPlane Tree 

RUE SUB Oueisur ruwi 8 Cak Oak 

ULM ORli Uimur pewitoiia D e e  iOiakeEtm 

SHRUBS BOTANICAL NAME !COMMON NAME 
CAM JAP Camellia lapanlca N r  iCami!la 

CEA CON CeaMthuE r Concha ,Ca,;tarna Uiih 

CEROCC ceicms Occidentals i w-cern Redbud 

DIE 0iC Dieter blsoiori FoiBligM iih 

OiEYAR Dieter vegeta vanegata i "a"egdfedRmcan irs 

DOO PUA CodOMea u6cola Puiwrea i Purpb Leafed Hag& BBlnh 

in" WE iavabra ihunnglarl Bredon S p s w r  ! T r e  MBIW 

LEO UO Leanaflr leanurm, Lian r Tat 

IEP  WR ieplorpeimvm rcomnum Burgundy Queen i TeaTiee 

LEP RUB Leptospemum rsopasum R u 4  Glow i Red NexLeaiad Tea Tree 

PHo TR Pharmium lena. Trlsobr i Ne*Zeabrd Fbx 

PUN N/VI PvniCs granatvm Nan8 i war(Pomegarefe 

PUN WON Pvnicagranstum Wondeihli iParnw-te 

ROS RUG ROSS rugoss, Rugma Row 

ROS W2 Wra i hybrldITerRme 

ROS TUS ~mmai inur  omrlnaiir iurcan BU~ i iurcan BIW m a m a w  

SAL MEX Saivla chamaedryoider i Mexran BiueSsge 

SAL Pi2 saiv,a giepg,, Plnl ! Rn* A-nSage 

SAL B4R sa~via ~eu;antna sada Barbars i ~ n i c a n  w h  age 

SAL KAW Saivla rpafhacea Kavatre i HurnmWbirdSsge 

SAN CtW santoim. c"amaecypa".iu. i Larender Cam" 

SAR R f f i  sarcocacca iurclfo,ia, Fagiantsaimccccs 

IkG LEM Tagetes iemmonil i Capper Caman Msy 

YUCVAR Yucca llamemols varlegats i variegated Adam% s Needie 

U IU  w.0 zaursnneria sa~ifornmcs I ~ a t m n e ~ r n h i ~ a  

SMALL SHRUBS l PERENNiAiS BOTANICllL NAME I WYMON NAME 
&LO I E L  Aloe macu,ata "ellaw Farm i YelhSrrSoap Aiae 

A 1 0  2 3  A im  vrr,egatai*iae 

HEM DID HemenXslir M n  i OalliiY I r  

iRI BE6 lor germanica Bert Be, r Germanlrlr - Bngw sue 

TUL SIL Tvibaghia vlolacer Sllver i k e  i S i k r  L g e  Saseiy Gail. 

VINEIESPAUER BOTANICAL NAME I COMMON NAME 
CAM RAD Camgls Bdlcanp i TNrnpet creeper 

HIIR W ~ a m e n w r g ~ a  wolaces ~ a p p y  wanderer r uiacv,m 

PAR YE1 Panhenas,rrur "."rpldsfa VeNh:, i sorton iv 

ROS CEC Rosa aclcuisnr Casile BiuMer I Ceclk Brmner Raw 

SHRUB AREAS BOTANICAL NAME i COMMON NAME 
FES RED FestYCs rubmi Red FBwue 

REMARKS 
STD 

STD 

ST0 

21. b x  

2.1. b x  

w mr 

Z C  tm 

w mi 

E 
5 pa, 

5 gal 

5 gal 

5 gal 

5 gal 

5 gal 

5 gal 

5 gal 

5 gal 

5 gal 

5 gat 

5 gai 

5 gsi 

5 gsi 

5 gsi 

5gal 

5gal 

spa1 

spa, 

598, 

$gal 

sga, 

5ga, 

59.1 

59ai 

CONi 
l gai 

i gai 

i gal 

l gal 

l gal 

CONr 
5 gal 

5 gat 

5gai 

5 gal 

CONT 
i5i 

SiD 

ST0 

STD 

IRON FENCE (FLAT BAR GRID) WOOD PICKET FENCE 

IRON FENCE 

3' FENCE OPTIONS CRUSHED STONE MULCH BOLLARD: VISTA LIGHTING #I 455 
MI-06 MI-06 MI-06 

REMARKS 
*am to *me 

natn 10 &me 

natn to tense 

Val" lo &me 

REMARKS - 

2x2 12ga VINYL-COATEDWWM 
7 BLACK AnACH WISTAPLES 

iEGEND 
01 1" X 6 BOARDS - INSTALL BOARDS ON 
INSIDE OF FENCE (FACING OUR 
PROPERTY) 
02 4 X 4 P O S T P T D F  AT@-VOC 
03 2 X 4 STRINGERS 
04 CONCRETE FOOTING 12x24" SLOPE 
TO DRAIN 
05 UNDISTURBED OR PREPARED 
SUBGRADE 

NOTES 
1 ALL WOOD EXCEPT FOR POSTS SHALL 
BE CONST HRT RESAVVN RWD 
2 ALL POSTS SHALL BE P T D F GRADE 
'0' OR BETTER 
3 ALL NAILS SHALL BE HOT DIPPED 
GALVANIZED 

NOTES 
1 ALL WOOD SHALL BE P T D F TYPICAL WOOD 
2 ALL HARDWARE SHALL BE HOT-DIP GALVANIZED FENCE SECTION 
3 PRIME &PAINT ALL WOOD SATIN BLACK 

WIRE MESH FENCE SECTION WOOD FENCE 
323126-91 MI-06 

GROUNDCOVERS BOTANICAL NAME i COMMON NAME 

Aicionap0yiar i Emerald Carpet !Emerald Car* Maivanlfn 

w o c  1W 
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