
 

      
 

City of Sonoma  
Design Review and Historic  

Preservation Commission 
AGENDA 

Regular Meeting of December 17, 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 and Historic Preservation 
Commission after 10:30 PM, unless the Commission, by majority vote, specifically decides to continue 
reviewing items. If an item is not heard due to the length of the meeting, the Commission will attempt to 
schedule a special meeting for the following week. If a special meeting is necessary, potential dates will be 
established at the close of this meeting, and a date set as soon as possible thereafter. 

 
 
CALL TO ORDER – Leslie Tippell, Chair 
 

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

    
 

  
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC 
Presentations by audience members on items not appearing on the agenda. 
 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES 
Minutes from the meetings of November 5, 2013, and November 19, 2013. 
 
CORRESPONDENCE 

 
 
ITEM #1 – Continued 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 #2 – Continued Design 

Review  
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of design review of 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 #3 – 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 #4 – Sign and Design 
Review 

  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of a painted awning, 
a new awning sign, and new exterior 
paint colors for a commercial 
building (Grandma Linda’s Ice 
Cream). 
 
Applicant:   
Troy and Dawn Marmaduke  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
408 First Street East 

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

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 

 
ITEM #5 – Design Review  
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of site design and 
new exterior colors for a drive-
through coffee facility (Dutch Bros. 
Coffee). 
 
Applicant:   
RJF Enterprises, Inc. dba Dutch 
Bros. Coffee  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

 
Project Location: 
711 Broadway 
 
General Plan Designation: 
Mixed Use (MU) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
Broadway Corridor 
Base: Mixed Use (MX) 
Overlay: Historic (/H) 

 
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 



 
ITEM #6 – Discussion Item 
  
ISSUE: 
Review of California Environmental 
Quality Act confirmation for 157 
West Spain Street. 
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 
 

  
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Receive. 
 

 
ITEM #7 – Discussion Item 
  
ISSUE: 
Review of the project review 
changes related to Certified Local 
Government and recent Municipal 
Code revisions. 
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 
 

  
RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Receive and provide 
feedback. 
 

 

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 December 13, 
2013.    
 
ROBIN EVANS, ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 
 
Rights of Appeal:  Any decision of the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission may be 
appealed to the City Council.  Appeals must be filed with the City Clerk within fifteen (15) calendar days following 
the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission’s decision, unless the fifteenth day falls on a weekend or 
a holiday, in which case the appeal period ends at the close of the next working day at City Hall. Appeals must be 
made in writing and must clearly state the reason for the appeal. Appeals will be set for hearing before the City 
Council on the earliest available agenda.  
 
Copies of all staff reports and documents subject to disclosure that relate to any item of business referred 
to on the agenda are available for public inspection the Monday before each regularly scheduled meeting 
at City Hall, located at No. 1 The Plaza, Sonoma CA, (707) 938-3681.  Any documents subject to disclosure 
that are provided to all, or a majority of all, of the members of the Design Review Commission regarding 
any item on this agenda after the agenda has been distributed will be made available for inspection at the 
Administrative Assistant office, No. 1 The Plaza, Sonoma CA during regular business hours. 
 
If you challenge the action of the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission in court, you may 
be limited to raising only those issues you or someone else raised at the public hearing described on the 
agenda, or in written correspondence delivered to the Administrative Assistant, at or prior to the public 
hearing. 
 
In accordance with the Americans With Disabilities Act, if you need special assistance to participate in this 
meeting, please contact the City Clerk (707) 933-2216. Notification 48 hours before the meeting will enable 
the City to make reasonable arrangements to ensure accessibility to this meeting.  
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 

 
1 
 
12/17/13 

                                                                                            
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 

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

Summary 
Background: At the November 19, 2013, Design Review Commission (DRC) meeting, the DRC continued the review of the 
awning color for the property located at 34 West Spain Street to allow the applicant time to research alternate awning color 
and material samples. 
 
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 existing conditions and four samples of awning 
materials and colors 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 brown, 
beige, or green colored canvas fabric (see attached samples). 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 or a Local Historic District and projects 
involving historically significant resources, 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). 
7. The project substantially complies with any applicable preservation plan or other guidelines or requirements pertaining 

to a local historic district as designated through section 19.42.020. 



 
 

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

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

   

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

 
 
 
 
Attachments 

1. Historic Resources Inventory 
2. Pictures of existing awning and signs 
3. Awning samples  

  
 
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 and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 

 
2 
 
 
12/17/13 

                                                                                            
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 
Background: On November 19, 2013, the Design Review Commission (DRC) continued the review of a prosed addition to 
the residence located at 663 Second Street East to allow the applicant time to complete the required historic evaluation. 
 
At this time the applicant has completed the historic evaluation and it is attached for consideration. 
 
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 is eligible for listing on the 
California Register of Historic Resources as stated in the enclosed cover letter and DPR forms prepared by Juliana Inman, 
dated December 9, 2013, and 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 
a 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. In addition, a cover letter and DPR 

forms were completed for the property on December 9, 2013. The cover letter and DPR forms indicate 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 DRHPC because the residence was constructed prior to 1945 
and lies within the Historic Overlay Zone. In this case, because review by the Planning Commission was not necessary, the 
DRHPC is responsible for reviewing and acting upon the project site plan, building massing and elevations, elevation 
details, and exterior materials. 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, a cover sheet, DPR form, and 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. 
 
Findings for Project Approval: For projects within the Historic Overlay zone or a Local Historic District and projects 
involving historically significant resources, 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). 
7. The project substantially complies with any applicable preservation plan or other guidelines or requirements pertaining 

to a local historic district as designated through section 19.42.020. 
8. The project substantially complies with the applicable Secretary of Interior Standards and Guidelines for the Treatment 

of Historic Properties. 
 
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 and Historic Preservation Commission Action
  Approved   Disapproved   Referred to: _________________   Continued to: _________________ 

   

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

 
DRHPC Conditions or Modifications 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Attachments: 
1. Project narrative 
2. Historic Evaluation cover letter and DPR forms, dated December 9, 2013 
2. Historic Resource Report and CEQA Findings, dated October 18, 2013 
3. Historic Resources Inventory 
5. Site Plan & Vicinity Map 
6. Typical section at the eve 
7. Paint color samples 
8. 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 



 
 

  Juliana Inman, Architect 
  2133 First Street 
  Napa, CA  95476 
 
  Mary Martinez 
  P.O. Box 534 
  Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
  Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
  Yvonne Bowers, via email 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 
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Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 

 
3 
 
12/17/13 

                                                                                            
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. Samples of the awning color and material were distributed for the November 19, 
2013 meeting.  
 
Findings for Project Approval: For projects within the Historic Overlay zone or a Local Historic District and projects 
involving historically significant resources, 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). 
7. The project substantially complies with any applicable preservation plan or other guidelines or requirements pertaining 

to a local historic district as designated through section 19.42.020. 
8. The project substantially complies with the applicable Secretary of Interior Standards and Guidelines for the Treatment 

of Historic Properties. 
  



 
 

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

   

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

 
 
 
 

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

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

Alan Jones, Administrative Captain 
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12/17/13 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

Troy and Dawn Marmaduke 

Project Location 

408 First Street East 

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

Consideration of a painted awning, a new awning sign, and new paints colors for a commercial building (Grandma 
Linda’s Ice Cream). 

Summary 
Background: In 2007, the Design Review Commission approved a new blue door color for the building in conjunction 
with a new awning, and new signs.  
The previous business located in the building was a Ben & Jerry’s Ice Cream shop. Recently the applicants 
disfranchised from Ben & Jerry’s Ice Cream and are operating a new businesses named Grandma Linda’s Ice Cream.  
 
Paint Colors: The applicant is proposing to change the color of the front portion of the building. The applicants have stated 
that the new paint colors are consistent with the branding of the business. The majority of the area of the building façade 
under the awing area is proposed to be painted Pratt and Lambert cerise delight (2-14). The window trim and door window 
trim is proposed to be painted Pratt and Lambert off white (32-31). Staff is concerned that the pink color and white trim 
color will contrast sharply with the existing reddish colored rock-faced wall and existing buildings on surrounding 
properties. Staff also encouraged the applicants to submit an alternate color proposal. Staff would note that this application 
was submitted in response to a code enforcement action.  
 
Awning: The proposal involves painting the existing awning Pratt and Lambert ceries delight (2-14) with Pratt and Lamber 
off white (32-31) stripes on the top sheet. The existing awning consists of a canvas fabric awning on an existing welded 
aluminum frame above the commercial entrance of the building.  In terms of compatibility, the exterior color scheme of the 
building is primarily a reddish colored rock-faced wall.  Photo simulations of the proposed conditions are attached.  The 
existing awning is approximately 2 feet tall and 11 feet wide all on an existing satin black steel frame. The business name on 
the awning will change from Ben & Jerry’s to Grandma Linda’s Ice Cream. With regard to Building Code requirements, the 
vertical clearance from the public right-of-way to the lowest part of any awning, including valances, shall be 7 feet (Building 
Code §3202.2.3).  In addition, awnings may extend over public property not more than two-thirds the width of the sidewalk 
measured from the building. Stanchions or columns that support awnings, canopies, marquees and signs shall be located not 
less than 2 feet in from the curb line (Building Code §3202.3.1). The proposal complies with these standards in that the 
awning would provide 8 feet of clearance above the public walkway, and would extend only 2 feet 6 inches from the face of 
the building, resulting in 9 feet 6 inches of clearance from the end of the awning width to the face of the curb. The purpose 
of the awning is to provide business identification and weather protection at the store entrance. Staff is concerned that a 
painted awning may not look aesthetically attractive. In addition, staff has concerns about how a painted awning may 
weather throughout the years. Staff requested that the applicant bring a sample of a painted awning material to the DRHPC 
meeting for consideration and also address staff concerns related to a painted awning in a revised project narrative. As of the 
date of this staff report a revised project narrative has not been submitted. Finally, the Fire Code requires the painted awning 
be tested by an approved agency meeting the NFPA 701 flame propagation standards or the materials shall be 



 
 

noncombustible. Staff has requested the applicants submit the flammability requirements to staff.  As of the date of the staff 
report staff has not received this information. If the DRHPC approves the painted awning reports of test results shall be 
included as a condition of approval for the project prior to painting the awning. 
 
Findings for Project Approval: For projects within the Historic Overlay zone or a Local Historic District and projects 
involving historically significant resources, 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). 
7. The project substantially complies with any applicable preservation plan or other guidelines or requirements pertaining 

to a local historic district as designated through section 19.42.020. 
8. The project substantially complies with the applicable Secretary of Interior Standards and Guidelines for the Treatment 

of Historic Properties. 
 
Awning Signage: The business name, Grandma Linda’s and the works “ice cream”, are proposed on the front valance of the 
awning (7.25 square feet of sign area). The project narrative states that the sign would be constructed of a vinyl laminated 
UV canvas material.  In terms of colors, the lettering would consist of a white cream color with a pink background. In 
addition, a brown ice cream cone logo would be included on the center of the sign. Staff would note that after the applicants 
indicated the desire to paint the existing awning staff requested that the awning sign material (vinyl laminated UV canvas) 
be confirmed by the applicants. As of the date of this staff report, the awning sign material has not been confirmed by the 
applicants. 
 
Other Signs: The applicants are proposing to reface previously approved signs: a wall sign; and a projecting sign.  These 
signs can be review administratively provided the applicants submit a Sign Review Application. 
 
Aggregate Sign Area: Based on the building frontage on First Street East (15 feet), the maximum aggregate sign area 
allowed for the business is 9 square feet.  The awning signage (7.25 square feet in area), wall sign (7.3 square feet in area), 
illuminated window sign (2 square feet in area), and projecting sign (2 square feet in area per side) would result in an 
aggregate sign area of 18.55 square feet for the business. The proposal is not consistent with this requirement in that the 
proposed signs would exceed the maximum allowable aggregate sign area for the property by 9.55 square feet. The 
applicants are 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 four signs for the business with inclusion of the awning sign, wall sign, 
illuminated window sign, and projecting sign. The applicants are requesting a variance from this standard.  
 
Variances: As noted above, the proposal would exceed the maximum aggregate sign area, exceed the permitted illuminated 
window sign area, 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. 
 
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 painting the awning 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 and Historic Preservation Commission Action
  Approved   Disapproved   Referred to: _________________   Continued to: _________________ 

   

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

 
Attachments 

1. Project narrative 
2. Sign drawing 
2. Paint color samples 
3. Picture of proposed conditions 

 4.  Historic Resources Inventory 
 
cc: Troy and Dawn Marmaduke 
 19362 Loretta Court 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Mary Martinez 
 P.O. Box 534 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 Linda Aguilar, via email 
 
 Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
 Yvonne Bowers, via email 
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12/17/13 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

RJF Enterprises, Inc. dba Dutch Bros. Coffee 

Project Location 

711 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: 1967 
  
 
Request 

Consideration of site design and new exterior colors for a drive-through coffee facility (Dutch Bros. Coffee). 

Summary 
Background: On December 12, 2013, the Planning Commission approved a Use Permit application to allow a formula 
restaurant on a commercial property located at 711 Broadway. The following is the Planning Commission Condition of 
Approval relating to site design and architectural review: 

• Exterior changes to the building (including new paint colors) and any new or altered landscaping or lighting shall 
be subject to the review and approval of the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission (DRHPC). As 
normally required, the applicant/property owner shall submit a sign permit for the business, subject to review and 
approval by City Staff or the DRHPC as appropriate. The DRHPC shall carefully scrutinize proposed color changes 
to ensure compatibility with the character of Broadway and avoid a corporate appearance.  

 
Site Design: The applicant is proposing to remove the outdoor vending area under the existing canopy, replace the existing 
sliding glass door on the east facing elevation with a window, and add a service door on the south side of the building. 
Specification sheets on the door and window features are attached for consideration. 
 
Exterior Colors: A new color scheme has been put forward for the DRHPC’s consideration. The fascia on the existing 
canopy, canopy columns, building fascia, and detail under two windows are proposed to be painted Benjamin Moore van 
deusen blue (HC-155). As indicated in the Planning Commission Condition of Approval, the DRHPC should consider if the 
van Deusen blue color is compatible with the character of the Broadway Corridor. The top of the building fascia (on coffee 
facility), window trim, and downspouts are proposed to be painted Benjamin Moore capitol white (CW-10).  Staff is 
concerned that the capitol white color may be too much of a contrast with the proposed blue color and the existing brown 
brick color of the building. The barricades posts are proposed to be painted Benjamin Moore Super Spec HP Safety Yellow 
(15). The curbs at the drive thru window and island are proposed to be painted Benjamin Moore Super Spec HP Safety Red 
(21). 
 
Awning: A new awning will be considered by the DRHPC at a future meeting. 
 
Required Findings: For projects within the Historic Overlay zone or a Local Historic District, 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). 

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

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

   

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

 
DRHPC Conditions or Modifications 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Attachments: 
1. Project narrative—December 7, 2013 and December 4, 2013,  
2. Email from Robert Fulton regarding window dated November 19, 2013, 
3. Window specification sheet 
4. Door specification sheet 
5. Paint color sample boards 
6. Photo simulations of new paint colors 
7. Broadway Corridor Design Guidelines 
8. Proposed elevations 
9. Proposed site plan  
 
cc:  RJF Enterprises, Inc. dba Dutch Bros. Coffee 
  311 Chico Canyon Road 
  Chico, CA  95928 
 
  Lippow Development Co. 
  P.O. Box 469 
  Martinez, CA  94553 

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

 Patricia Cullinan, via email 

 Yvonne Bowers, via email 























































December 17, 2013 
Agenda Item #6 

 
 

M E M O  
 
 
To: Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission 
 
From: Associate Planner, Atkins 
 
Subject: 157 West Spain Street CEQA Confirmation 
 
 
Background 
 
On November 19, 2013, the Design Review Commission (DRC) considered the 
architectural (design) review for a new detached single family residence on the property 
located at 157 West Spain Street. Although the Commission found that the design of the 
proposed residence was appropriate and was consistent with the design guidelines for 
infill development in the Historic Overlay zone, the DRC requested that staff verify that 
the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requirements had been met. Staff has 
reviewed this question and confirmed that the application to construct a new detached 
residence at 157 West Spain Street qualifies for a Categorical Exemption under CEQA. 
Specifically, section 15303 (a) states the following are the maximum allowable 
exemptions on any legal parcel: One single-family residence, or a second dwelling unit 
in a residential zone. In urbanized area, up to three single-family residences may be 
constructed or converted under this exemption. In addition, a historic evaluation of the 
existing residence at the front of the property was not required, because the residence, 
although it is over 50 years old, was not proposed to be modified and was not listed on 
the National Register of Historic Places, California Register of Historic Resources, or 
listed on any local historic resource survey.  
 
With this determination, the design review for the proposed residence at 157 West 
Spain Street has been completed.  
 
Review Options 
 
In single-family settings, applicants have never been required to conduct historic 
building evaluations on structures that have not been proposed to be altered in 
conjunction with projects (such as new residences) proposed on the same parcel or on 
an adjoining parcel. If the DRHPC would like the evaluation area associated with a 
proposed design review application to be increased from the new or remodeled building 
area to adjoining buildings or properties, this is a policy change that the Commission 
can discuss. However, there are potentially significant implications with respect to cost 
and timing that the Commission would need to consider. For example, if a new single-
family residence is proposed on a property, is it the intent of the DRHPC to have all 



structures on the property and adjacent properties that are over fifty years old 
evaluated? Staff would note that since historic resource evaluations typically run 
between $2,000 and $8,000 per structure, this could be an unexpected expense to an 
applicant if the subject property is surrounded by properties with structures over fifty 
years old. However, a more limited option might be to require such evaluations where 
the possibility exists that a structure on the same parcel as the proposed project is 
historically significant. If the DRHPC does wish to consider making policy changes in 
this area, it should be agendized for discussion at a future meeting so that options and 
implications may be fully discussed and evaluated. 
 
 
cc: Dorinda Parker 
 P.O. Box 1349 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Mary Martinez 
 P.O. Box 534 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Amy Alper, Architect, via email 
  
 George McKale, via email 
 
 Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
 Yvonne Bowers, via email 
 

 
 



December 17, 2013 
Agenda Item #7 

 
 

M E M O  
 
 
To: Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission 
 
From: Associate Planner, Atkins 
 
Subject: Project Review Changes Related to Certified Local Government and Recent 

Municipal Code Revisions 
 
 
On November 4, 2013, the City Council amended the Municipal Code with respect to 
historic preservation (see attached Agenda Item Summary). As the Commission is 
aware, with the adoption of these amendments, Sonoma will become a certified local 
government will respect to historic preservation. Three significant changes resulted from 
the amendments as outlined below: 
 
1. The name of the Design Review Commission was changed from the Design Review 

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

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

3. Additional findings for approval were added to Architectural Review projects located 
in the Historic Overlay District or a Local Historic District and projects involving 
historically significant resources. 

 
How will the above mentioned Municipal Code amendments change the method in 
which projects are reviewed by the DRHPC? The biggest change is that there will be 
additional findings for the DRHPC to make related to projects in the Historic Overlay 
Zone and for projects that alter Historically Significant Resources, whether locally-
designated or otherwise.  
 
As noted above, the amendments also create a process to designate local-significant 
historic resources or districts. After a local historic resource or district is designated, any 
future projects that involve the local historic resource or district will need to comply with 
the Secretary of Interior’s Standards for the Treatment of Historic Properties with 
Guidelines for Preserving, Rehabilitating, Restoring, and Reconstructing Historic 
Buildings or the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards for Rehabilitation and Guidelines 
for Rehabilitating Historic Buildings.  
 
In addition to the changes to the Municipal Code, the City Council also adopted a 
historic preservation plan (previously reviewed by the Design Review Commission). The 



plan includes an implementation section (attached) that is intended to guide future 
efforts to improve Sonoma’s historic preservation programs. 
 
Attachments: 
1. City Council Agenda Item Summary (11/04/13) 
2. Historic Preservation Plan: Implementation Measures 
 
 
 
 
 
cc: Mary Martinez 
 P.O. Box 534 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 George McKale, via email 
 
 Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
 Yvonne Bowers, via email 
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