
 

      
 

City of Sonoma  
Design Review Commission 

AGENDA 
Regular Meeting of November 19, 2013 - 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 Commission after 10:30 PM, unless 
the Commission, by majority vote, specifically decides to continue reviewing items. If an item is not heard due 
to the length of the meeting, the Commission will attempt to schedule a special meeting for the following 
week. If a special meeting is necessary, potential dates will be established at the close of this meeting, and a 
date set as soon as possible thereafter. 

 
 
CALL TO ORDER – Leslie Tippell, Chair 
 

              
Commissioners:   Tom Anderson  
                             Kelso Barnett 
                             Robert McDonald  
                             Micaelia Randolph 
                             Christopher Johnson (Alternate) 

    
 

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

 
 
ITEM #1 –Sign Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of a new wall sign for 
a furniture consignment business 
(Vignette). 
 
Applicant:   
Naghmeh Alikhani  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

 
Project Location: 
565 West Napa Street 
 
General Plan Designation: 
Commercial (C) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
Broadway Corridor 
Base: Commercial (C) 
Overlay: None 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 

 
ITEM #2 – Sign and Design 

Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of a projecting sign, 
four awnings, four awning signs, 
and two wall signs for a commercial 
business (Schein & Schein Old 
Maps). 
 
Applicant:   
Schein & Schein Old Maps  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

 
Project Location: 
149 East Spain 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 and 

Design Review  
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of new awnings, new 
awning signs, and new signs for a 
real estate company (Coldwell 
Banker Brokers of the Valley). 
 
Applicant:   
Bill Dardon  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

 
Project Location: 
34 West Spain Street 
 
General Plan Designation: 
Commercial (C) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
Downtown District 
Base: Commercial (C) 
Overlay: Historic (/H) 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 

 
ITEM #4 – Design Review  
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of design review for a 
restaurant (Top That Yogurt). 
 
Applicant:   
Top That Yogurt 
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

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

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 

 
ITEM #5 – Design Review  
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of design review for a 
new detached single-family 
residence. 
 
Applicant:   
Amy Alper, Architect  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

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

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 

 
ITEM #6 – Design Review  
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of design review for a 
proposed addition to an historic 
residence. 
 
Applicant:   
Sidney Hoover 
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

 
Project Location: 
663 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. 
 



 
ITEM #7 – Design Review  
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of elevation details, 
exterior colors and materials, 
lighting, trash enclosure, and a 
bicycle rack for a mixed-use building 
(Williams-Sonoma). 
 
Applicant:   
BVD Cope c/o Williams-Sonoma  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

 
Project Location: 
599 Broadway 
 
General Plan Designation: 
Commercial (C) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
Broadway Corridor 
Base: Commercial (C) 
Overlay: Historic (/H) 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 

 
ITEM #8 – Design Review  
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of the demolition of a 
single-family residence and 
detached accessory structure. 
 
Applicant:   
Victor Conforti, Architect  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

 
Project Location: 
840 West Napa Street 
 
General Plan Designation: 
Commercial (C)/Mixed Use (MU) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
West Napa/Sonoma Corridor 
Base: Commercial (C)/
Mixed Use (MX) 
Overlay: None 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 

 

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 November 15, 
2013.    
 
ROBIN EVANS, ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 
 
Rights of Appeal:  Any decision of the Design 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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City of Sonoma 
Design Review Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRC Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
1 
 
11/19/13 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

Naghmeh Alikhani 

Project Location 

565 West Napa Street 

Historical Significance 
   Listed on National Register of Historic Places, including Sonoma Plaza district (Significant) 
   Listed on California Register of Historic Resources (Significant) 
    Listed within Local Historic Resources Survey (Potentially Significant) 
   Over 50 years old (Potentially Significant) 
        Year Built: 1946 
  
Request 

Consideration of a new wall sign for a furniture consignment business (Vignette). 

Summary 
Background: On July 17, 2007, the Design Review Commission (DRC) approved a 12 square-foot two-sided monument 
sign and a 5 square foot wall sign for the property. On September 20, 2011, the DRC approved two temporary banner signs 
for the property. 
 
Proposal: At this time the applicant is requesting approval of a new wall sign. A one-sided wall sign is proposed on the west 
facing elevation adjacent to the parking area 15 square feet in area (1.5 feet tall by 10 feet wide). The sign would consist of 
an aluminum sign face, 3M high performance vinyl graphics, and gloss protective UV laminate. Copy on the sign would 
consist of white letters on a red and black background. 
 
Aggregate Sign Area: Based on the property’s frontage on West Napa Street (99 feet), the maximum aggregate sign area 
allowed for the parcel is 45.6 square feet. The total aggregate sign area for the property would be ±51 square feet, 
including the existing monument sign (18 square feet of aggregate sign area) the existing wall sign (Norrbom’s sign) (18 
square feet of aggregate sign area), and proposed wall sign (15 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 not consistent with this requirement. The applicant is requesting a variance from this standard. 
 
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. 
 
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 three signs for 
the business. The applicant is requesting a variance from this standard. 
 
Variances: As noted above, the proposal would exceed the maximum allowable aggregate sign area allowed for the parcel 
and exceed the number of signs normally allowed for a business. 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 
  Approved   Disapproved   Referred to: _________________   Continued to: _________________ 

   

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

 
 
 
 

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

 
cc: Naghmeh Alikhani 
 565 West Napa Street 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Paul and Martie Norrbom 
 583 West Napa Street 



 
 

 Sonoma, CA  95476 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRC Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
2 
 
11/19/13 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

Schein & Schein Old Maps 

Project Location 

149 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: 1924 
  
Request 

Consideration of a projecting sign, four awnings, four awning signs, and two wall signs for a commercial business 
(Schein & Schein Old Maps). 

Summary 
Awning: The proposal involves the installation of three canvas fabric awnings on the building. The awnings would be 
installed on welded aluminum frames above the windows on the east and south elevations and one over the entrance to the 
building (west facing elevation).  In terms of compatibility, the exterior color scheme of the building is a white color.  A 
drawing of the proposed conditions and a sample of the awning material are attached for consideration. The proposed 
awnings are comprised of three individual awnings approximately 48 inches long and 18 inches high, in addition to the 6 
inch awning valance. The awnings and valance would be composed of beige colored canvas fabric. All three awnings 
would be installed on modified existing silver colored aluminum frames. 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 6 feet 6 inches of clearance above the ground and would not be located over a public 
walkway, and would extend only 32 inches from the face of the building.  The purpose of the awning is to provide business 
identification and weather protection for the building.  
 
Projecting Sign: The proposed projecting sign is two-sided, with an area of ±3 square feet per side (1.5 foot tall by 2 
feet 4 feet wide). The maximum height of the sign would be 8.5 feet, with a clearance of 7 feet between grade and the 
bottom of the sign. The sign is proposed perpendicular to the street on the west side of the front elevation of the building 
located atop of existing cement pillars. The sign would be constructed of an aluminum material. In terms of colors, the 
background would consist of a purple color with yellow lettering. Illumination is not proposed. 
 
Existing Projecting Sign: One projecting sign currently exists on the site (Hwy 12 Properties). The sign is two-sided, 
with an area of ±3.75 square feet per side (15 inches tall by 3 feet wide). 
 
Projecting sign regulations: 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 
buildings 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 (§18.20.150). The sign is consistent 
with this requirement in that it would have an overhead clearance of 7 feet and be located 5.5 feet from the sidewalk. 
 
Awning signs: Three awning signs are proposed on the east and south elevations and one over the entrance to the building 
(west facing elevation). The one-sided signs are proposed to have an area of ±1.5 square feet (±6 inches tall by ±3 feet 
wide). The maximum height of the sign would be 6.5 feet. The sign would include black material lettering sewn onto the 
awing material.  
 



 
 

Wall sign: Two walls signs are proposed: a compass sign and an Old Maps sign. The proposed compass wall sign is one-
sided, with an area of ±3.15 square feet (36 inch circumference). The sign (compass) would be painted on the wood siding 
of the building. Copy on the sign would consist of black lettering on a white background. The applicant is proposing two 
options for the compass sign location: the south facing building wall; or the east facing building wall. Illumination is not 
proposed.  The Old Maps sign in one-sided, with an area of ±4.71 square feet (17 inches tall by 3.33 feet wide). The sign 
would be constructed of wood. Copy on the sign would consist of black routed lettering. The sign would be located on an 
accessory building to the west of the subject building. Illumination is not proposed 
 
Aggregate Sign Area: Based on the property’s frontage on West Spain Street (40 feet), the maximum aggregate sign area 
allowed for the parcel is 22 square feet. However, because the structure and the signs on the subject business 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 44 square feet. The total aggregate sign area for the property would be ±22.46 square 
feet, including the proposed projecting sign (4.5 square feet of aggregate sign area), existing project sign (5.6 square feet of 
aggregate sign area) awning signs (4.5 square feet of aggregate sign area), and wall signs (7.86 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. 
 
Number of Signs: 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 seven signs are proposed for the business. The applicant is requesting a variance from this 
requirement. 
 
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, the awning 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. 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 and to the Planning Department before the Design 
Review Commission can review the application. An Encroachment Permit shall be required for all work performed in the 
public right-of-way. Please contact Robin Evans at (707) 933-2205 for information regarding City Encroachment Permits.  
 
 

Commission Discussion 

 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 
 

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

   

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

 
 
 
 

 
Attachments 
1. Project narrative 
2. Site Plan & Sign Layout 
3. Awing sign drawing 
4. Compass sign drawing 
5. Pictures of property and signs 
6. Awning samples 
7. Historic Resources Inventory 
 

 
cc: Schein & Schein Old Maps 
 149 East Spain Street 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Black Trust-1965 
 C/O Hillary Black 
 248 Trinity Avenue 
 Kensington, CA  94708-1139 
 

Alan Jones, Administrative Captain 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRC Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
3 
 
11/19/13 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

Bill Dardon 

Project Location 

34 West Spain Street 

Historical Significance 
   Listed on National Register of Historic Places, including Sonoma Plaza district 
   Listed on California Register of Historic Resources 
    Listed within Local Historic Resources Survey (Potentially Significant) 
   Over 50 years old 
                                    Year built: 1937 
Request 

Consideration of new awnings and new awning signs for a real estate company (Coldwell Banker Brokers of the Valley). 

Summary 
 
Awning: The proposal involves the modification of the existing canvas fabric awning on the building. The awning would be 
installed on a welded aluminum frame above the West Spain Street entrance of the building.  In terms of compatibility, the 
exterior color scheme of the building is a beige color.  A picture of the proposed conditions and a sample of the awning 
materials are attached for consideration. The proposed awning is comprised of one awning approximately 20 feet long and 
4.5 feet high in addition to the 11 inch awning valance. The awning and valance would be composed of blue canvas fabric. 
The awning would be installed on modified existing silver colored aluminum frames. 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 7 feet of clearance above the public walkway, and would extend only 5 
feet from the face of the building, resulting in 7.3 feet of clearance from the end of the awning to the face of the curb.  The 
purpose of the awning is to provide business identification and weather protection for the real estate company. Staff would 
note that this application was submitted in response to a code enforcement action. 
 
Findings for Project Approval: For projects within the Historic Overlay zone, the Design Review Commission may approve 
an application for architectural review, provided that the following findings can be made (§19.54.080.G): 
1. The project complies with applicable policies and regulations, as set forth in this Development Code, other City 

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

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

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

infill in the Historic Zone). 
 
Awning Signs: Three awning signs are proposed on the awning over the front entrance to the building. Two awning signs 
would be placed on each end of the awning. The one-sided signs are proposed to have an area of ±1.61 square feet. A third 
sign would be placed along the front of the awning. The one-sided sign is proposed to have an area of ±10 square feet. All of 
the signs would consist of white lettering placed directly on the blue awning. The total area for the awning signs would be 
13.22 square feet. 
 
Existing Signs: During a site visit staff observed two projecting signs that have not received Design Review Commisison 
approval; these signs are also included in this application. The two projecting signs are two-sided, with an area of ±1.25 



 
 

square feet per sign (9 inches tall by 1 foot 8 inches wide). The maximum height of the signs would be 7 feet 1 inch, with a 
clearance of 6 feet 4 inches between grade and the bottom of the signs.  The signs are proposed perpendicular to the street on 
both sides of the entrance to the building. The signs would be constructed of a wood material. In terms of colors, the 
background would consist of white text on a blue background. Illumination is not proposed. 
 
Projecting sign regulations: 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 buildings 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 (§18.20.150). The signs are not consistent with this requirement in 
that they would only have an overhead clearance of 6 feet 4 inches. If approved, the signs will be to be raised to comply with 
the projecting sign regulations. 
 
Aggregate Sign Area: Based on the property’s frontage on West Spain Street (23 feet), the maximum aggregate sign area 
allowed for the parcel is 13.8 square feet. The total aggregate sign area for the property would be 16.97 square feet, 
including the three awning signs (13.22 square feet of aggregate sign area) and the two existing projecting signs (3.75 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 not consistent with this requirement. The applicant is requesting a variance 
from this standard. 
 
Number of Signs: A maximum of two signs are permitted for any one business (§18.16.010). The proposal is not consistent 
with this requirement in that there would be 5 signs for the property including the three awning signs and two projecting 
signs. The applicant is requesting a variance from this requirement. 
 
Variances: As noted above, the proposal would exceed the allowable aggregate sign area and it would exceed the number 
of signs normally permitted for any one business. 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, the awning 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. 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 and to the Planning Department before the Design 
Review Commission can review the application. An Encroachment Permit shall be required for all work performed in the 
public right-of-way. Please contact Robin Evans at (707) 933-2205 for information regarding City Encroachment Permits.  
 
 

Commission Discussion 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 
 

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

   

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

 
 
 
 
Attachments 

1. Project narrative 
2. Historic Resources Inventory 
3. Pictures of existing awning  

  
 
cc: Bill Dardon 
 34 West Spain Street 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Richard and Mary Ann Cuneo 
 P.O. Box 4 
 Vineburg, CA  95487-0004 

 
Alan Jones, Administrative Captain 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRC Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 
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11/19/13 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

Amy Alper, Architect 

Project Location 

157 West Spain Street 

Historical Significance 
   Listed on National Register of Historic Places, including Sonoma Plaza district (Significant) 
   Listed on California Register of Historic Resources (Significant) 
    Listed within Local Historic Resources Survey (Potentially Significant) 
   Over 50 years old (Potentially Significant) 
                                   Year built: 1919 
  
 
Request 

Design review for a new detached single family residence. 

Summary 
The architect is proposing to construct a 1,879 square foot residence toward the back portion of the property.  
 
Zoning Requirements: The standards of the Medium Density Residential  zone applicable to the proposal are as follows: 
 
• Setbacks: The new residence will meets or exceed the normal setback requirements.  

 
• Coverage: At 26%, site coverage is less than the 60% maximum allowed in the Medium Density Residential zone. 
 
• Floor Area Ratio: The project would result in a F.A.R. of 0.29, which is less than the 0.50 maximum allowed.  
 
• Parking: One covered parking space is provided in a carport for the new residence and two uncovered spaces are 

provided for the vacation rental (one to the east and one to the south of the vacation rental). This meets the requirement. 
 
• Height: The two-story residence would have a maximum ridge height of 27 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: New single family homes located within the Historic Overlay Zone are subject to architectural review in 
order to assure that the new construction complies with the following: (1) the required standards, design guidelines, and 
ordinances of the city; (2) minimize potential adverse effects on surrounding properties and the environment; (3) implement 
General Plan policies regarding community design; and, (4) promote the general health, safety, welfare, and economy of the 
residents of the City. (§19.54.080.A). 
 
Factors to be considered: In the coarse of Site Design and Architectural Review, the consideration of the review authority 
shall include the following factors: 

 
1.     The historical significance, if any, of the site or buildings or other features on the site; 
         There are no historically significant features on the site. 
 
2.     Environmental features on or adjacent to the site; 
        Staff is not aware of any environmental features on or adjacent to the site. 
 
3.     The context of uses and architecture established by adjacent development; 

The adjacent properties to the west, east, and south 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: The design of the new residence is intended to be compatible with the existing 
residence (vacation rental) on the site.  Proposed exterior materials consist of stucco for the single story portion of the 
structure, lap siding with a batten detail for the second story portion of the structure, and GAF composite shingles (cool 
antique slate in color). The front door will be composed of aluminum clad. The applicant is proposing two options for 
window manufacturers: The Sedona line by Siera Pacific with aluminum clad exterior; or, Vista Luxe in their flush profile 
by Kolbe and Kolbe, also aluminum clad exterior (see attached specification sheets).  
 
Required Findings: As set forth in §19.54.080.H of the Development Code, in order to approve an application for design 
review in the Historic Overlay Zone, the Design Review Commission must make the following findings: 
 

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

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

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

4. The project 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. 
 
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 
  Approved   Disapproved   Referred to: _________________   Continued to: _________________ 

   

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



 
 

 
DRC Conditions or Modifications 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Attachments: 
1. Project narrative 
2. Sierra Pacific Window feature window detail 
3. Kolbe & Kolbe Vista Luxe feature window detail 
4. Exterior lighting detail 
5. Site Plan & Vicinity Map 
6. Elevations & Materials Sampling  
 
 
 
cc:  Amy Alper, Architect 
  1101 Loma Court 
  Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
  Dorinda Parker 
  P.O. Box 1349 
  Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
  Mary Martinez 
  P.O. Box 534 
  Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
  Patricia Cullinan, via email 
  Yvonne Bowers, via email 
 
   

 
 
 
 









































 
 

 

CALIFORNIA REPUBLIC

SE
A

L
O

F
THE CITY OF

SO
N

O
M

A

CALIFO RNIA
FOU N D E D 1823

 

City of Sonoma 
Design Review Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRC Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
6 
 
11/19/13 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

Sidney Hoover 

Project Location 

663 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: 1865 
  
 
Request 

Design review of a proposed addition to the historic residence. 

Summary 
The architect is proposing to add 632 square feet of building area to an existing residence to the rear portion of the house 
and an additional 240 square feet of building area to an existing detached garage. 
 
Site Description: The subject property is a 13,200-square foot parcel located on the west side of Second Street East located 
midblock between Patten and France Streets. The property is currently developed with a ±1,776 square foot residence, a 392 
square foot detached garage, guest house, and barn. The residence was built around 1865 and has been presumed eligible for 
listing on the California Register of Historic Resources (refer to enclosed Historic Resource Report and CEQA Findings  
prepared by Juliana Inman, dated October 18, 2013). The property is zoned Low Density Residential (R-L) and lies within 
the City’s Historic Overlay Zone. Directly adjoining land uses include single-family homes to the north, south, east, and 
west. 
 
Project Description: The project involves construction of a ±632 square foot, two-story addition at the rear of the home, and 
240 square foot one-story addition at the rear of the existing detached garage. The addition would increase the floor area of 
the residence from ±1,776 square feet to ±2,408 square feet. In general, the proposed alterations and improvements, 
including the workshop, are consistent with the architectural features of the historic residence in terms of scale, roof heights 
and pitches, exterior materials, details and color. None of the additions will be visible from the street. The purpose of the 
project is to preserve and upgrade the aging residence, while providing additional living area for the owners who will be 
moving there shortly. 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 residence will meets or exceed the normal setback requirements.  

 
• Coverage: At 11%, 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 0.18, which is less than the 0.35 maximum allowed.  
 
• Parking: One covered parking space is provided in a garage. This meets the requirement. 
 
• Height: The two-story residence would have a maximum ridge height of 22 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% for 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 history resource report was completed for the property on October 18, 2013. This report presumed that the 

residence and carriage house are historic resources and are eligible for listing on the California Register of 
Historic, which means that the residence is an “historical resource” under CEQA. 

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

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

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

 
In general, it is staff’s conclusion that the applicant has successfully applied the applicable design guidelines in developing 
the plan for the replacement structure. 
 
Site Design & Architectural Review: While the proposal complies with the quantitative zoning standards noted above, the 
project is subject to site plan and architectural review by the DRC 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 DRC 
is responsible for reviewing and acting upon the project site plan, building massing and elevations, elevation details, and 
exterior materials. The only aspect of the project not subject to the DRC’s discretion is the proposed detached accessory 
structure, as these types of buildings are specifically excluded from architectural review under the Development Code 
(nonetheless, information on this structure is provided for context. 
 
CEQA Compliance: As a discretionary project, the proposal is subject to the requirements of the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA). As previously noted, an historical evaluation of the residence suggested that it meets the CEQA 
definition of a historical resource. Pursuant to Section 15331 of the CEQA Guidelines, rehabilitation and additions to an 
historical resource, may be considered categorically exempt from the provisions of CEQA provided the improvements are 
consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties (Class 31 – Historical 
Resource Restoration/Rehabilitation). Accordingly, an evaluation was conducted to determine whether the proposal is 
consistent with the Standards [refer to attached Historic Resource Report and CEQA Findings (Report) prepared by Juliana 
Inman, dated October 18, 2013]. The conclusion of the Report determined that the work in the proposed project meets the 
Secretary of the Interior’s Standards. 
 
Required Findings: As set forth in §19.54.080.H of the Development Code, in order to approve an application for design 
review in the Historic Overlay Zone, the Design Review Commission must make the following findings: 
 

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

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

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

4. The project 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. 
 

*Note: While the applicant did not prepare a formal evaluation of the structures located on the property to determine 
whether they meet CEQA’s definition of a historical resource as defined in section 15064.5 (as normally required for a 



 
 

structure over 50 years of age and located in the Historic Overlay Zone), the applicant did commission a Historic Resource 
Report and CEQA Findings summary that made the presumption that the residence and the carriage house met CEQA’s 
definition of a historical resource, and also that the work on the proposed project met the Secretary if the Interior’s 
Standards.  That said the DRC may require the applicant commission a formal evaluation of the property to determine 
whether it meets CEQA’s definition of a historical resource.  
 
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 
  Approved   Disapproved   Referred to: _________________   Continued to: _________________ 

   

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

 
DRC Conditions or Modifications 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Attachments: 
1. Project narrative 
2. Historic Resource Report and CEQA Findings, dated October 18, 2013 
3. Historic Resources Inventory 
5. Site Plan & Vicinity Map 
6. Elevations & Materials Sampling  
 
 
 
cc:  Sidney Hoover 
  601 Barcelona Drive 
  Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
  Hoover and Ellen Living Trust 
  663 Second Street East 
  Sonoma, CA  95476-7101 
 
  Mary Martinez 
  P.O. Box 534 
  Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
  Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
  Yvonne Bowers, via email 
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11/19/13 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

BVD Cope C/O Williams-Sonoma 

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 elevation details, exterior colors and materials, lighting, trash enclosure, and a bicycle rack for a mixed-
use building. (Williams-Sonoma). 

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). 
The applicant is now before the Design Review Commission for consideration of elevation details, exterior materials and 
colors, lighting, a trash enclosure, and bicycle rack. 
 
Exterior Materials & Details: A variety of new exterior materials and finishes would be employed in conjunction with the 
building elevation changes. Aside from modifications to the façade, only minor changes to the existing building footprint 
and structure are proposed, including a new trellis constructed at the back of the structure. Modifications to the east 
elevation include recreating the façade of the original Williams-Sonoma store including the addition of an awning, and 
consolidating the remaining storefronts into a single space with recessed entry (for ADA compliance), a sliding window 
system, and overhead trellis. Specification sheets on the door and window features are attached for consideration. 
 
Exterior Colors: A color scheme using neutral tones has been put forward for the DRC’s consideration. The cement plaster, 
concrete block wall, door and window sashes, and the existing residence are proposed to be painted Benjamin Moore bare 
(OC98). The trellises, store entry door, storefront, all siding and trim, gutters, downspouts, and deck railing on the residence 
are proposed to be painted Benjamin Moore mountain peak white (OC121).  All commercial doors (except the store entry 
door) and windows are proposed to be painted Benjamin Moore holiday wreath (447). The deck on the residence is proposed 
to be painted Benjamin Moore sharkskin (2139-30). Color samples are attached and a color board will be presented by the 
applicants at the upcoming DRC meeting. 
 
Exterior Lighting: Per the Site Plan and specification sheets, twelve types of exterior light fixtures are proposed: 
 

− Type E-1 and E-3 – pendant (Newport #NSH-17): These stem-mounted pendants lights would illuminate the way-
finding sign and entry trellis. 

− Type E-2—wall mount scone (TEKA Illumination CWM): This wall mounted sconces would be placed at the 
west entryway. 

− Type E-4—wall mounted scone (TEKA Illumination WMB-2310): This wall mounted sconce would be located on 
the side of the sliding storefront. 

− Type E-5—LED recessed adjustable (Aculux IC43L-433N): This LED would be located in the soffit above the 
store entry. 

− Type L-1—downlight pendant (Amerlux PTO/DPS-4): These parking pole pendants downlights would be located 
in the parking lot. 

− Type L-2—shielded bollard (TEKA Illumination BSB-2512): These bollard lights would be located adjacent to 
the trash enclosure. 



 
 

− Type L-3—trellis mount downward oriented sign light (Vision 3 Lighting SL1): This trellis sign would be 
mounted on the trellis in the rear yard area. 

− Type L-4—accent (Vision 3 Lighting SSL): These accent lights would be mounted on the trellis in the rear yard 
area. 

− Type L-5—in wall (Hoover MR-16): These path lights would be located near the planter box in the rear yard area. 
− Type L-6—wash (FX Luminaire): These wash lights would light up the hedge in the rear yard area. 
− Type L-7—path (FX Luminaire): These path lights would be located in the garden path in the rear yard area. 
− Type L-8—down (Vision 3 Lighting): These shielded trellis mount down lights would be located on the trellises 

in the rear yard area and the outdoor seating area on Broadway. 
 

Bike Rack: Two U-style bicycle racks (U238) by Madrax are proposed to the east of the parking lot (see attached 
specification sheet). 
 
Awning: The proposal involves the installation of a new acrylic fabric awning on the building. The awning would be 
installed on a new welded aluminum frame above the Broadway entrance of the building.  In terms of compatibility, the 
exterior color scheme of the building would be a light [Benjamin Moore bare (OC98)] beige color.  A drawing of the 
proposed conditions is attached for consideration. The awning material will be considered at a future Design Review 
Commission meeting. The proposed awning is approximately 12.5 feet long and 2.5 feet high. The awning would be 
composed of white and black stripped acrylic fabric. The awning would be installed on new silver colored aluminum frames. 
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 9.5 feet of clearance above the public 
walkway, and would extend only 2 feet 7 inches from the face of the building resulting in 12.75 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 store entrance. 
 
Trash Enclosure: A new ±64 square foot trash enclosure is proposed east of the parking lot consisting of 1X6 redwood 
boards with ½ inch spacing (reclaimed from the existing shed, which will be demolished), and a 2X2 steel frame. The trash 
enclosure will utilize unfinished reclaimed redwood. 
 
Required Findings: For projects within the Historic Overlay zone, the Design Review Commission may approve an 
application for architectural review, provided that the following findings can be made (§19.54.080.G): 
1. The project complies with applicable policies and regulations, as set forth in this Development Code, other City 

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

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

features on the site. 
 
Signs: As required by the project conditions of approval, signage for the business/property shall be subject to review and 
approval by City Staff or the Design Review Commission as applicable. The required Sign Review Application will be 
submitted by the applicants for review at a later date. 
 
Landscaping Plan: As required by the project conditions of approval, 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. With regard to the awning, 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 Robin Evans at (707) 933-2205 for 
information regarding City Encroachment Permits. 
 



 
 

Commission Discussion 

 

 
 

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

   

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

 
DRC Conditions or Modifications 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Attachments: 
1. Project narrative—November 12, 2013 
2. Project narrative October 22, 2013 
2. Historical Evaluation—December 13, 2012; Historical Review—August 19, 2013; Addendum—October 21, 2013 
3. Paint color sample boards 
4. Lighting cut sheets 
5. Door and window specifications 
6. Roofing specifications and color selection 
7. Bicycle parking rack specifications  
 
 
 
cc:  BVD Cope 
  C/O Williams-Sonoma 
  3250 Van Ness Avenue 
  San Francisco, CA  94109 
 
  Williams-Sonoma Inc. 
  3250 Van Ness Avenue 
  San Francisco, CA  94109 
 
  Crane Architecture 
  905 Fourth Street 
  San Rafael, CA  94901 
 
  Mary Martinez 
  P.O. Box 534 
  Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
  Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
  Yvonne bowers, via email 
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11/17/13 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

Victor Conforti, Architect 
Project Location 

840 West Napa Street 

Historical Significance 
   Listed on National Register of Historic Places, including Sonoma Plaza district (Significant) 
   Listed on California Register of Historic Resources (Significant) 
    Listed within Local Historic Resources Survey (Potentially Significant) 
   Over 50 years old (Potentially Significant) 
        Year Built: Circa 1900 
 
Request 

Demolition of a single-family residence and detached accessory structure located on the property at 840 West Napa 
Street. 

Summary 
 
Background: On August 20, 2013, the Design Review Commission (DRC) continued the demolition review of a single-
family residence and detached accessory structure located at 840 West Napa Street, in an attempt to give the applicant and 
owner time to assess the feasibility of preserving the existing structure and possibly incorporating it into the proposed 
development. During a study session on October 10, 2013, the Planning Commission directed the applicant to not 
incorporate the existing residence into the revised site plan, and many members of the public supported this suggestion. The 
applicant is before the DRC at this time to request approval for demolition of the residence and detached accessory structure. 
 
The property is a ±1.01 square acre parcel located on the north side of West Napa Street midblock between Seventh Street 
West and Sonoma Highway. The site is currently developed with single-family residence and a detached accessory structure. 
 
The property is not located within the City’s Historic Overlay Zone, and is not listed in the local Historic Resources Survey, 
the State Register, or the National Register. However, under the Development Code, demolition of any structure over 50 
years old is subject to review and approval by the DRC. A copy of the existing site plan is attached.  
 
Historical Significance: According to the State Office of Historic Preservation, structures over 50 years old may be 
historically significant, even if not listed on a local or State/National register. Pursuant to §15064.5 of the California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), a resource is considered “historically significant” if the resource meets any one of the 
following criteria for listing on the California Register of Historical Resources (as set forth under Public Resource Code 
§5024.1): 
 

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

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

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

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

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

Given the age of the buildings, in July 2013, the applicant commissioned Baseline Consulting to prepare a historical 
evaluation of the property to determine if the residence and accessory structure were historically significant. The historic 
resource evaluation found that the property and accessory structure do not meet the criteria for listing on the California 
Register of Historical Resources  and therefore are not historical resources as defined under CEQA (see attached Survey and 
Evaluation for 840 West Napa Street dated July 2013). Because the structures are not historical resources, demolishing them 



 
 

would not have a significant effect on the environment and the project qualifies for a Class 1 Categorical Exemption under 
CEQA (§15301. Existing Facilities). 
  
City Regulations for Demolition Permits: The City’s regulations for demolition permits rely heavily on the criteria for 
listing on the California Register of Historical Resources in determining whether a property is historically significant and 
can be demolished. This is reflected in both §19.54.090.F.2 (Determination of Significance) and §19.54.090.G.1 (Findings, 
Decision) of the Development Code. Based on the analysis above - that the residence may qualify as a historic resource 
under CEQA – the DRC will need to determine if the findings for approval of a demolition permit can be made. If the DRC 
chooses to approve the demolition of the residence, the DRC may require that  the single-family residence not be demolished 
until building permits for the replacement structure have been issued and that the inside and outside of both the residence 
and detached garage be photo documented and submitted to the Sonoma League for Historic Preservation and the City of 
Sonoma. 
 
Required Findings: As set forth in §19.54.090 of the Development Code, the DRC must make the following findings to 
approve a Demolition Permit: 
 

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

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

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

 
All demolition projects require a demolition permit from the City of Sonoma Building Department prior to performing any 
demolition work. Additional clearances from the Bay Area Air Quality Management District (hazardous materials ‘J’ 
number), Sonoma County PRMD (sewer disconnect permit), Sonoma County Health Department (well abandonment 
permit), Sonoma Planning Department (tree protection and storm water management best practices), and other agencies or 
departments may be required prior to issuance of a demolition permit. For further information, please contact the Building 
Department at (707) 938-3681. 
 
If commissioners wish to arrange a site visit to inspect the home independently, please contact the applicant, Victor Conforti, 
at (707) 996-7923. 

Commission Discussion 

 

 

 

 

 
 

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

   

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

 



 
 

Attachments: 
1. Project narrative 
2.          Historic evaluation of 840 West Napa Street, date July, 2013 
3. Minutes from August 20, 2013, DRC meeting 
4. Site plan 
 
 
 
cc: Victor Conforti, Architect 
 755 Broadway 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Mike Rabbitt 
 1223 35th Avenue 
 San Francisco, CA  94122 

 
Mary Martinez 
P.O. Box 534 
Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
Yvonne Bowers, via email 
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