Design Review Commission

Regular Meeting of February 19, 2013 - 6:30 P.M.
Community Meeting Room, 177 First Street West

City of Sonoma

AGENDA

Sonoma, CA 95476

Meeting Length: No new items will be heard by the Design Review 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 - Tom Anderson, Chair

COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC

Commissioners:

Kelso Barnett

Robert McDonald
Micaelia Randolph
Leslie Tippell

Jeff Baptista (Alternate)

Presentations by audience members on items not appearing on the agenda.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES

Minutes from the meeting of January 15, 2013.

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
International Film Festival.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve.

ITEM #2 — Sign Review

REQUEST:

Consideration of a pole sign, four
window signs, and a portable
freestanding sign for a convenience
store (7-Eleven).

Applicant:
Igbal Lodhi

Staff: Wendy Atkins

Project Location:
194 West Napa Street

General Plan Designation:
Commercial (C)

Zoning:

Planning Area:
Downtown District
Base: Commercial (C)
Overlay: Historic (/H)

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Commission discretion.




ITEM #3 — Sign Review

REQUEST:

Consideration of a refaced
monument sign, an awning sign,
and a wall sign for a restaurant
(Peet's Coffee and Tea).

Applicant:
Chris Konecny

Staff: Wendy Atkins

Project Location:
591 Broadway

General Plan Designation:
Commercial (C)

Zoning:

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

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Commission discretion.

ITEM #4 — Sign Review

REQUEST:

Consideration of a new sign
program for a hospital
(Sonoma Valley Hospital).

Applicant:
Sonoma Valley Hospital

Staff: Wendy Atkins

Project Location:
347 Andrieux Street

General Plan Designation:
Public Facility (PF)

Zoning:

Planning Area:
Central-West Area
Base: Public Facility (P)
Overlay: None

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Commission discretion.

ITEM #5 — Design Review

REQUEST:

Consideration of elevation details,
exterior materials, and colors for a
new residence and detached
second unit.

Applicant:
Robert Baumann

Staff: Wendy Atkins

Project Location:
236 Second Street East

General Plan Designation:
Rural Residential (RR)

Zoning:

Planning Area: Northeast Area
Base: Public Facility (P)
Overlay: Historic (/H)

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Commission discretion.

ITEM #6 — Discussion Item

ISSUE:

Review of the Architectural (Design)

Review Application Handout

Staff: Wendy Atkins

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Receive and provide
feedback.

ISSUES UPDATE

COMMENTS FROM THE COMMISSION
COMMENTS FROM THE AUDIENCE
ADJOURNMENT

| do hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing agenda was posted on the City Hall bulletin board on February 15,
2013.

ROBIN EVANS, ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT



Rights of Appeal: Any decision of the Desigh Review 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
Commission’s decision, unless the fifteenth day falls on a weekend or a holiday, in which case the appeal
period ends at the close of the next working day at City Hall. Appeals must be made in writing and must clearly
state the reason for the appeal. Appeals will be set for hearing before the City Council on the earliest available
agenda.

Copies of all staff reports and documents subject to disclosure that relate to any item of business referred
to on the agenda are available for public inspection the Monday before each regularly scheduled meeting
at City Hall, located at No. 1 The Plaza, Sonoma CA, (707) 938-3681. Any documents subject to disclosure
that are provided to all, or a majority of all, of the members of the Design Review Commission regarding
any item on this agenda after the agenda has been distributed will be made available for inspection at the
Administrative Assistant office, No. 1 The Plaza, Sonoma CA during regular business hours.

If you challenge the action of the Design Review Commission in court, you may be limited to raising only
those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing described on the agenda, or in written
correspondence delivered to the Administrative Assistant, at or prior to the public hearing.

In accordance with the Americans With Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this
meeting, please contact the City Clerk (707) 933-2216. Notification 48 hours before the meeting will enable
the City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting.
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would result in a total aggregate sign area of +87.89 square feet, including the existing monument sign (24 square feet),
existing wall sign (22 square feet), pole sign (23.75square feet), and window signs (18.14 square feet). 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 standard.

Number of Signs. Only one freestanding sign is allowed per property and a maximum of two signs are permitted for any
one business (§18.16.012 and §18.16.010). The proposal is not consistent with these requirements in that one
freestanding sign, one wall sign, one pole sign, and four window signs are proposed for the property.

The applicant is also requesting approval of a portable freestanding sign. The two-sided sign is +8.5 square feet in area (44
inches tall by 28 inches wide) per side. The sign would be constructed of a metal and plastic material. Copy on the signs
would change every 30 days. The sign is proposed to be placed in the landscaping area between the parking lot and the
sidewalk facing West Napa Street

Portable Freestanding Sign Regulations (§18.20.014): Tt is the intent of this section to minimize the use of portable
freestanding signs in order to minimize visual clutter and conflicts on sidewalks and to ensure that when portable
freestanding signs are allowed that they are harmonious with their surroundings and distinctive in their design and creativity.
Portable freestanding signs shall be allowed only when approved by the planning director or his or her designee upon a
finding that special circumstances exist regarding the applicant’s business location that requires a freestanding portable sign.
Examples of such special circumstances include, but are not limited to: (1) the business is not visible from the street on
which it lies; (2) options for permanent signs have been exhausted; or, (3) some other valid physical justification. Portable
freestanding signs shall be designed so as to be compatible with the architecture of the building in which the applicant’s
business is located and compatible with other buildings on the same block and in the same vicinity as the applicant’s
business. Generic design, signs having an A-frame design, prefabricated signs, and plastic materials shall be discouraged and
shall be subject to DRC review. If the lineal feet of street frontage at the location at which an applicant desires to place a
portable freestanding sign is greater than 40 feet, the maximum allowable size of a freestanding shall be six square feet. The
freestanding sign shall not exceed a maximum width of 30 inches and a maximum height of 48 inches. The lineal feet of the
property is 219 feet (including frontage on West Napa Street and Second Street West). The sign does not comply with the
requirements to be approved administratively in that it contains a generic design, it appears to be prefabricated, and is
constructed of plastic material. The sign would not impinge upon pedestrian traffic because it would provide at least four
feet of sidewalk clearance. In review of the application, the primary issues that the DRC should consider is whether site
conditions and the current business visibility justify use of a portable freestanding sign and the design of the sign.

Applications for portable freestanding signs that do not meet the ordinance size limitations shall be subject to the review

and approval of the DRC, which may, but is not required to, permit exceptions to the dimensional standards if it finds that:

(1) The circumstances of the sign location or design necessitate the granting of such exceptions in order to provide
adequate visibility, address unique site conditions, or provide for enhanced design quality or creativity; and,

(2) The proposed exception to dimensional standards is consistent with the intent of this section; and,

(3) The proposed exception to dimensional standards, if granted, would not result in the approval of a portable
freestanding sign that is in excess of 72 inches in height.

As a condition to the authorization of portable freestanding signs, the applicant shall be required to furnish to the city
proof of insurance and to execute an agreement obligating the permitee to indemnify and hold the city harmless for any
action, claim or expense that may occur as a result of the placement of the portable freestanding sign on any sidewalk or
public right-of-way. Any person who fails to furnish the required proof of insurance and indemnification in connection
with the placement of a portable freestanding sign shall be in violation of ordinance and shall be subject to immediate
removal by the city.

Variances: As noted above, the proposal would exceed the number of signs normally allowed for a business, exceed the
allowable coverage for one of the window signs, and exceed the allowable aggregate sign area. The DRC 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 2010 California Building Code and where required by the 2010 California
Building Code, shall obtain a building permit prior to installation.

Commission Discussion

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

Roll Call Vote: Aye Nay Abstain Absent

DRC Conditions or Modifications

Attachments:
1.  Sign drawings

(e}t Igbal Lodhi
P.O. Box 3551
Napa, CA 95476

William Schultz
P.O.Box 711
Dallas, TX 75221-0711


















City of Sonoma DRC Agenda Item: 3

Design Review Commission .
Meeting Date:

Agenda Item Summary 02/19/13
Applicant Project Location
Chris Konecny (Peet’s Coffee and Tea) 591 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: 1973

Request

Consideration of a refaced monument sign, an awning sign, and a wall sign for a commercial restaurant (Peet’s Coffee
and Tea).

Summary

Background: On September 13, 2012, the Planning Commission denied a Use Permit application to allow a formula
restaurant on a commercial property located at 591 Broadway. On November 19, 2012, the City Council considered the
appeal of the Planning Commission’s decision to deny the application for a Use Permit to allow a formula restaurant within
an existing building on a commercial property located at 591 Broadway. Subsequently, on December 3, 2012, the City
Council adopted Resolution No. 47-2012 implementing this decision.

At this time the applicant is proposing three news signs for Peet’s Coffee and Tea: one two-sided monument sign; one
awning sign; and, one wall sign.

Monument sign: The applicant is proposing to reface an existing monument sign. The two-sided monument sign is proposed
to have an area of 31.34 square feet in area (+4 feet tall by +8 feet wide) per side. The maximum height of the sign would be
7.5 feet, with a clearance of 2.5 feet between grade and the bottom of the sign. The sign is located perpendicular to the street
at the corner of Broadway and McDonell Street. The sign would include two single faced aluminum panels with applied
vinyl graphics affixed to the existing wood posts. In terms of colors, the background would consist of a dark brown colored
background with metallic gold outlined lettering including a brown “P” outlined in a metallic gold color. Illumination is
proposed in the form of two 8 inch led fixtures on both sides of the sign. The applicant has indicated that the sign will be
illuminated from 5:30 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. and normal business hours are 5:30 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.

Awning sign: One awning sign is proposed on the existing awning over the front entrance to the building. The one-sided
sign is proposed to have an area of £11 square feet (£15.75 inches tall by +8 feet 5.25 inches wide). The maximum height of
the sign would be 12.5 feet, with a clearance of 11.5 feet between grade and the bottom of the sign. The sign would include
painted aluminum lettering on welded 0.090 aluminum two inches high and 1.75 inches deep returns. In terms of colors, the
lettering would be painted a cream color with brown trim. In addition, a brown “P” logo would be included to the left of the
lettering. Illumination is proposed in the form of an external LED fixture attached to the top of the sign The applicant has
indicated that the sign will be illuminated from 5:30 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. and normal business hours are 5:30 a.m. to 10:00
p.m.

Wall sign: The proposed wall sign is one-sided, with an area of +8.5 square feet (36 inches tall by 34 inches wide). The sign
is proposed to be located on the west north elevation (near the parking area). The sign would be constructed of an aluminum
panel with acrylic cut-out graphics. In terms of colors dark brown colored background with metallic gold outlined lettering
including a brown “P” outlined in a metallic gold color. Illumination is proposed in the form of an external LED fixture
attached to the top of the sign. The applicant has indicated that the sign will be illuminated from 5:30 a.m. to 10:00 p.m. and
normal business hours are 5:30 a.m. to 10:00 p.m.

Aggregate Sign Area: Based on the property’s frontage on Broadway (100 feet) and secondary frontage on McDonell Street,
(78 feet), the maximum aggregate sign area allowed for the parcel is 61.6 square feet. However, because the structure and



the signs are located more than 40 feet from the centerline of the street, the allowable aggregate sign area may be increased
by 50 percent (§18.16.021), which would allow for 123.2 square feet. The total aggregate sign area for the property would
be £66.47 square feet, including the refaced monument sign (46.97 square feet of aggregate sign area), awning sign (11
square feet of aggregate sign area), and wall sign (8.5 square feet of aggregate sign 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 consistent
with this requirement.

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

Sign Height: Monument signs are limited to a maximum height of 12 feet (§18.20.120). The proposed freestanding sign
would have a maximum height of 7.5 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). In this case, a third sign (no greater than 3 square feet in area) would also be allowed at the
rear entrance. The proposal does not comply with these requirements in that the rear entrance sign has a proposed area of 8.5
square feet.

Variances: As noted above, the proposal would exceed the allowable sign area for the rear entrance sign. The DRC 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 2010 California Building Code and where required by the 2010
California Building Code, shall obtain a building permit prior to installation.

Commission Discussion

Design Review Commission Action
O Approved U Disapproved U Referred to: U Continued to:

Roll Call Vote: Aye Nay Abstain Absent




DRC Conditions or Modifications

Attachments
1. Site Plan & Sign Layout

cc: Peet’s Coffee and Tea
Attn: Chris Konecny
1400 Park Avenue
Emeryville, CA 94608

Mayo Family Limited PTP
P.O. Box A
Sonoma, CA 95476
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MATERIALS

2 3/8"diameter 9 gauge schedule 40 pipe
Two 6"x 6"x 1/4” square flange mounting plates

FINISH

Galvanized
A hot dipped galvanized finish is our standard
option.

Black Powder Coat

Our powder coat finish is highly durable and is
applied through the following steps:

1. Mediablast

2. Electrostatically applied epoxy primer
3.TGIC polyester powder coat is applied as the
final coat

MOUNTING

Surface mount
An above ground mount that is anchored to the
base material for a semi-permanent bike rack.

MINIMAL SPACE USE RECOMMENDATION

Wall Setbacks Footprint:
For racks parallel to a wall 68"x 110"
Minimum: 36"
*These are our suggested
Distance Between Racks minimal clearances.

Minimum: 24"

Street Setbacks
Minimum: 36”

parkabike.com / P;800630-7225 / info@parkabike.com

THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS CATALOG IS THE SOLE PROPERTY OF PARKABIKE INC., ANY REPRODUCTION IN PART OR WHOLE WITHOUT THE WRITTEN PERMISSION OF PARKABIKE INC. 1S PROHIBITED
























City of Sonoma ARC Agenda Item: 4

Design Review Commission .
Meeting Date:

Agenda Item Summary 02/19/13
Applicant Project Location
Sonoma Valley Hospital 347 Andrieux 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: 1975

Request

Consideration of a new sign program for a hospital (Sonoma Valley Hospital).

Summary

The applicant is requesting review of a new sign program for the hospital.

The following signs shall be included as part of the sign program review:
¢ 1 each (two-sided) 40 square foot internally illuminated freestanding sign (EX.02).
1 each (two-sided) 24.16 square foot internally illuminated freestanding sign (EX.03).
2 each (two-sided) 24 square foot freestanding signs (EX.07).
1 each (one-sided) 6 square foot internally illuminated freestanding sign (EX.08).
7 each (two-sided) 5.33 square foot freestanding signs (EX.09).
2 each (one-sided) 27.27 square foot wall signs (EX.04A).
2 each (one-sided) 16 square foot wall signs (EX.04B and EX.04C).

* & O 6 o o

Internally Illuminated Freestanding Sign (EX.02): The applicant is proposing an internally illuminated two-sided
freestanding sign with an area of 40 square-feet per side (8 feet wide by 5 feet tall). The top of the sign panel would stand at
5 feet. The sign is proposed to be located parallel to Fourth Street West near the corner of Fourth Street West and Andrieux
Street. In terms of construction and color, the sign would employ a stucco base painted Benjamin Moore clay 1034 (to match
building color) with fabricated aluminum lettering painted dark bronze with black trim. The emergency cabinet would be
constructed of fabricated aluminum, painted red, with routed out white lettering. The top portion would include a fabricated
aluminum cabinet with reflective white vinyl graphics. The applicant has stated that the surface brightness will not be greater
than one hundred (100) foot-lamberts.

Internally Illuminated Freestanding Sign (EX.03): The applicant is proposing an internally illuminated two-sided
freestanding sign with an area of 24.16 square-feet per side (6 feet wide by 4.16 feet tall). The top of the sign panel would
stand at 4.16 feet. The sign is proposed to be located perpendicular to Bettencourt Street near the corner of Bettencourt
Street and Forth Street West. In terms of construction and color, the sign would employ a stucco base painted Benjamin
Moore clay 1034 (to match building color) with fabricated aluminum lettering painted dark bronze with black trim. The
emergency cabinet would be constructed of fabricated aluminum, painted red, with routed out white lettering. The top
portion would include a fabricated aluminum cabinet with reflective white vinyl graphics. The applicant has stated that the
surface brightness will not be greater than one hundred (100) foot-lamberts.

Freestanding Sign (EX.07): The applicant is proposing two each two-sided freestanding signs with an area of 24 square-feet
per side (6 feet wide by 4 feet tall). The top of the sign panel would stand at 6 feet. The signs are proposed to be located
midblock on Andrieux Street and Fourth Street West. In terms of construction and color, the signs would employ a brown
painted aluminum panel sign with white reflected vinyl lettering. Illumination is not proposed.

Internally Illuminated Freestanding Sign (EX.08): The applicant is proposing a two-sided freestanding signs with an area of



6 square-feet per side (4 feet wide by 1.5 feet tall). The top of the sign panel would stand at 3.5 feet. The sign is proposed to
be located in front of the main entrance and emergency entrance. In terms of construction and color, the signs would employ
a brown and red painted panel aluminum cabinet with an illuminated routed aluminum face with white lettering.

Freestanding Sign (EX.09): The applicant is proposing seven each two-sided freestanding signs with an area of 5.33 square-
feet per side (4 feet wide by 1.33 feet tall). The top of the sign panel would stand at 3.33 feet. The signs are proposed to be
located at various locations to direct vehicles to additional parking. In terms of construction and color, the signs would
employ a brown painted aluminum panel sign with white reflected vinyl lettering. Illumination is not proposed.

Wall Signs (EX.04A): Two wall signs are proposed with an area of 27.27 square-feet per side (12.83 feet wide by 2.1 feet
tall). The black dimensional letters would be located on the hospital entrance building. Illumination is not proposed.

Wall Sign (EX.04B): One wall sign is proposed with an area of 16 square-feet per side (16 feet wide by 1 foot tall). The
silver fabricated aluminum letters dimensional letters would be located on the entrance transom painted green in color.
Illumination is not proposed.

Wall Sign (EX.04c): One wall sign is proposed with an area of 16 square-feet per side (16 feet wide by 1 foot tall). The
silver and white fabricated aluminum letters dimensional letters would be located on the entrance transom painted green and
red in color. [llumination is not proposed.

Freestanding Size and Height Regulations: Internally illuminated signs shall not exceed 27 square feet in area; non-
illuminated freestanding sigs are limited to 48 square feet in area. Each face of a two-sided interiorly-illuminated sign
shall not exceed 18 feet (§18.20.130). Freestanding signs are limited to a maximum height of 12 feet (§18.20.120). The
freestanding sign (EX.02) is not consistent with this requirement in that each face would have an area of 40 square feet.
None of the proposed freestanding signs will exceed a height of 6 feet.

Wall Sign Regulations (§18.20.190): Wall signs projecting over the property line, including a light ox or other part thereof,
shall not exceed a thickness of 12 inches. The maximum size for a wall sign is 48 square feet. The wall signs comply with
this requirement.

Aggregate Sign Area: Based on the site’s primary frontage on Fourth Street West (+241 feet) and secondary frontage on
Andrieux Street, Third Street West, and Bettencourt Street (+1,441 feet), the property has an allowable aggregate sign area
0f 390.6 square feet. The total aggregate sign area for the property would be £316.75 square feet, including the twelve
freestanding signs (230.21 square feet), and three wall sign (86..54 square feet), and 16 banner signs. The proposal is
consistent with this requirement.

Hours of illumination: The illuminated panels are proposed be placed on a 24-hour circuit, per the Office of Statewide
Health Planning and Development (OSHPD) code. Under normal conditions, the illuminated letters will only be visible
between sunset and 7:00 a.m. However, OSHPD code requires the 24-hour circuit to ensure visibility during any weather
condition (including overcast and raining days). Normal business hours are 24 hours per day, seven days per week.

Exemption Sign Regulations :( §18.12.080): Identification, directional, or information signs not exceeding one square foot in
area, and four in number may be erected without a permit provided they are not illuminated and contain no reflective painted
material. These signs shall not be included in the measurement of total allowable sign area on a site.

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 2010 California Building Code and where required by the 2010 California
Building Code, shall obtain a building permit prior to installation.

Commission Discussion



Design Review Commission Action

O Approved O Disapproved O Referred to:

Roll Call Vote: Aye

Q Continued to:

Nay

DRC Conditions or Modifications

Attachments
1. Project narrative
2. Sign drawings and site plan
cc: Sonoma Valley Hospital

347 Andrieux Street
Sonoma, CA 95476

Hackley Architectural Signage
Attn: Pavel Soltys

1999 Alpine Way

Hayward, CA 94545

NLA

Attn: DeAnn Splinter
600 Q Street, Suite 100
Sacramento, CA 95811

Otto Construction
1717 Second Street
Sacramento, CA 95811

Abstain

Absent



























City _of Sonorpa o DRC Agenda Item: 5
Design Review Commission

Agenda Item Summary

Meeting Date:  02/19/13

Applicant Project Location
Robert Baumann 236 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)

Request
Design review for a new single family residence and detached second unit.

Summary

The architect is proposing to construct a 3,980 square foot residence and 798 square foot detached second unit (including a
400 square foot garage) on the property.

Zoning Requirements: The standards of the Rural Residential zone applicable to the proposal are as follows:
e Sethacks: The new residence meets or exceeds the normal setback requirements.
o Coverage: At 25%, site coverage meets the 25% maximum allowed in the Rural Residential zone.

o Floor Area Ratio: The project would result in an F.A.R. of 0.20, which meets the 0.20 maximum allowed. [Note: per the
Development Code, second units and the detached garages (up to 400 square feet) are not included in the calculation of
F.AR]

e Parking: Two covered parking spaces are provided in the attached garage and one parking space in the detached garage.
This meets the requirement.

e Height: The two-story residence would have a maximum ridge height of 30 feet, this meets 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: New single family homes located within the Historic Overlay Zone are subject to architectural review in
order to assure that the new construction complies with the following: (1) the required standards, design guidelines, and
ordinances of the city; (2) minimize potential adverse effects on surrounding properties and the environment; (3) implement
General Plan policies regarding community design; and, (4) promote the general health, safety, welfare, and economy of the
residents of the City. (819.54.080.A).

Factors to be considered: In the coarse of Site Design and Architectural Review, the consideration of the review authority
shall include the following factors:

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

2. Environmental features on or adjacent to the site;
Staff is not aware of any environmental features on or adjacent to the site.



3. The context of uses and architecture established by adjacent development;
The adjacent properties to the west, east, and northeast are developed with single family residences.

4. The location, design, site plan configuration, and effect of the proposed development.
The location, design, site plan configuration, and effect of the proposed development are compatible with
surrounding uses.

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

Building Elevations & Exterior Materials: As noted in the project narrative, the home is intended to have a “contemporary
farm structure” style. Proposed exterior materials consist of board and batten wood siding, areas of stone veneer, and a
corrugated metal roof. The architect has not described the type of window and doors that are proposed and has been advised
to supply the specification sheets to staff prior to the DRC meeting. Proposed external material, barn lights, and corrugated
metal roofing pictures are attached for consideration.

Exterior Colors: Pursuant to the Hillside Development standards and guidelines, projects in hillside areas should utilize
building materials and colors that help blend buildings into the terrain. With exception of the corrugated metal roofing, the
exterior finishes and materials employ natural and earth-tone colors to help blend into the terrain, including stone veneer,
and board and batten wood siding.

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

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

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

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

environmental features.

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

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

e

Landscaping Plan: As required by the Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance, the applicants will be submitting a landscape
plan for the DRC’s consideration at a later date.

Other permits required: In addition to the requirements of this title, the proposal shall be in conformance with applicable
requirements of the 2010 California Building Code and where required by the 2010 California Building Code, shall obtain a
building permit prior to installation.

Commission Discussion

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

Roll Call Vote: Aye Nay Abstain Absent




DRC Conditions or Modifications

cc: Robert Baumann
729 Broadway
Sonoma, CA 95476

Steve Brown
2612 Rivendell Road
Lake Oswego, OR 97034

Donna and Steven Brown
9752 Lansing Avenue North
Stillwater MN 55082-9453

Patricia Cullinan, via email
Pat Pulvirenti, via email

Diane Smith, via email

Attachments:

Project narrative

Letter from John Merserve regarding tree on adjacent property
Specification sheet on barn lighting

Site plan

Elevations
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February 11, 20

Mr. Robert Baumann

KB Architects
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Certified Arbonist, WE #0478A
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February 19, 2013
Agenda Item #6

MEMO
To: Design Review Commission
From: Associate Planner Atkins

Subject:  Continued Review of Architectural (Design) Review Application Handout

Summary

In a response to a memo to the Design Review Commission (DRC) regarding the
discussion and review of color and material submittal requirements for architectural
(design) review applications, the Design Review Commission requested that staff
incorporate DRC comments into a handout and return to the DRC for further review.
Please review the attached handout and provide feedback to staff at the DRC meeting.

Attachments:
1) Draft Architectural (Design) Review Applications Handout

CC:  Laurie Decker, Economic Development Manager



City of Sonoma Submittal Requirements for

Architectural (Design) Review
Applications

Planning and Community
Development

No. 1 The Plaza
Sonoma, CA 95476

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

Please submit the following supplemental information for Architectural (Design) Review
Applications:

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

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

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

e The applicant shall bring a two to three square-foot color and material sample board to the DRC
meeting. The board shall include a sample of the following materials: roof, flashing, siding, and
exterior stone. The board shall consist of a minimum 18 inch by 11 inch brush out of the actual
paint colors. The colors on the board shall be proportionate to the scale of the colors on the
building. (If an architect is involved with the project, the presentation shall be presented in a
professional manner.) The applicant shall provide a printed picture of the approved color and
material board to the Planning Department.

e Projects in the Historic Overlay Zone shall be subject to a higher standard of detail.

e A project narrative shall be submitted with the application. The project narrative should describe
the project in a way that gives the DRC a visual picture of what the project will look like when it
is complete. If the applicant is proposing a particular color because of a reference to the business
branding, that information should be included in the project narrative.

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

e The applicant should be prepared to make a brief presentation to the DRC at the meeting. The
purpose of the presentation is to summarize the information written in the project narrative and
to essentially “sell” the proposal to the DRC. In addition, it is helpful to indicate to the DRC the
reason why certain choices were made, how the proposal will be compatible with the
surrounding area, and be a benefit to the community.

G:\ Departments\Planning & Community
Services\FORMS\DesignReviewColorandmaterialSubmittalRequirementsforArchitecturalReviewApplic
ationsdoc.doc
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