
 

      
 

City of Sonoma  
Design Review and Historic  

Preservation Commission 
AGENDA 

Special Meeting of February 25, 2014 - 6:30 P.M. 
Community Meeting Room, 177 First Street West 

Sonoma, CA  95476 
 

 
Meeting Length:  No new items will be heard by the Design Review and Historic Preservation 
Commission after 10:30 PM, unless the Commission, by majority vote, specifically decides to continue 
reviewing items. If an item is not heard due to the length of the meeting, the Commission will attempt to 
schedule a special meeting for the following week. If a special meeting is necessary, potential dates will be 
established at the close of this meeting, and a date set as soon as possible thereafter. 

 
 
CALL TO ORDER – Leslie Tippell, Chair 
 

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

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

 
ITEM #1 – Continued Sign and 

Design Review  
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of sign and design 
review for a mobile coffee service 
trailer (Coffee & Coco). 
 
Applicant:   
Rocio Fuentes  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
195 West Napa Street 
 
General Plan Designation: 
Commercial (C) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
West Napa/Sonoma Corridor 
 
Base: Commercial (C) 
Overlay: Historic (/H) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 

ITEM #2 – Sign Review 

REQUEST: 
Consideration of a modification to a 
sign program for the West Plaza 
shopping center. 
 
Applicant/Property Owner: 
West Plaza Association  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
551-569 Fifth Street West 

 
General Plan Designation: 
 Commercial (C)  

 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
West Napa/Sonoma Corridor 

 
Base: Commercial (C) 
Overlay: None 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 

Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 



ITEM #3 – Sign Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of sign and design 
review for a wine tasting room on a 
commercial property (JAQK 
Cellars). 
 
Applicant:   
Eisenmann Architecture  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

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

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 

ITEM #4 – Sign and Design         
Review  

  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of sign and design 
review for a restaurant (OSO 
Sonoma). 
 
Applicant:   
OSO Sonoma (David Bush) 
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
9 East Napa Street  
 
General Plan Designation: 
Commercial (C) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
Downtown District 
 
Base: Commercial (C) 
Overlay: Historic (/H) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 

ITEM #5 – Design Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of external building 
modifications for a commercial 
business (Pet Food Express). 
  
Applicant:   
Michael Palmer  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
500 West Napa Street, Suites 
502-510 

 
General Plan Designation: 
Commercial (C) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
West Napa/Sonoma Corridor 
 
Base: Commercial (C) 
Overlay: None 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 

ITEM #6 – Design Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of new paint colors 
for a Bakery (Studebaker Cheese 
Cake). 
  
Applicant:   
Kevin Fay  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
248 West Napa Street 
 
General Plan Designation: 
Commercial (C) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
Downtown District 
 
BaseCommercial (C) 
Overlay: Historic (/H) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 

 

ISSUES UPDATE 

COMMENTS FROM THE COMMISSION 

COMMENTS FROM THE AUDIENCE 

ADJOURNMENT 

 



I do hereby certify that a copy of the foregoing agenda was posted on the City Hall bulletin board on February 21, 
2014.    
 
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 
 
2/25/14 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

Ricio Fuentes (Coffee & Coco) 

Project Location 

195 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) 
         
Request 

Continued design and sign review for a mobile coffee service trailer (Coffee & Coco). 

Summary 
Background: On January 17, 2006, the Design Review Commission approved three signs for the Sonoma 76 gas station: two 
new wall signs (34.3 square feet in area each); and, one new freestanding sign (21 square feet in area per side). On January 
19, 2014, the Planning Commission approved a Use Permit allowing the applicant to locate and operate a mobile coffee 
service trailer (Coffee & Coco) on the property (see attached conditions of approval). On February 18, the DRHPC 
continued the design and sign review for a mobile coffee service trailer and requested the applicant provide the following 
information: 

• Detailed site plan including the following: 
o Vehicle entrances and exits. 
o Location of 16 required stripped parking spaces. 
o Location of existing buildings and pump island. 
o Location of mobile coffee service trailer.   
o Location of trash cans. 
o Location of proposed landscaping. 
o Location of all signs. 

• It was also recommended that the freestanding sign be removed from the application. 
• Sign detail shall include signs directing customers to park in parking spaces or at the pump island. 
• A suggestion was made to consider a wraparound sign on the coffee service trailer. 
• Provide ten copies of the manufacturer paint samples for all coffee service trailer colors. 
• Provide a quality color picture of the proposed trailer. 
• Revise the project narrative to include the height and type of proposed landscaping. 

 
As of the date the staff report was prepared, the applicant has submitted color samples for the coffee service trailer. If the 
applicant submits additional information prior to the DRHPC meeting that information will be forwarded to the DRHPC. 
 
 
 

 

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. Coffee service trailer color samples. 
2. Planning Commission conditions of approval. 

 
 
 
 
cc: Rocio Fuentes 
 88 Loma Vista Drive 
 Sonoma, CA  95476-3250 
 
 Dianna Anderson and Denise Baciocco 
 19365 Sleepy Hollow Court 
 Sonoma, CA  95476-6345 
 











 
 

 

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 and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 

 
2 
 
02/25/14 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

West Plaza Association 

Project Location 

551-569 Fifth Street West 

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: 1977 
 
Request 

Consideration of a modification to a sign program for the West Plaza shopping center located at 551-699 Fifth Street 
West. 

Summary 
Background: On October 20, 2009, the Design Review Commission (DRC) considered and approved a new exterior color 
scheme for the commercial buildings. On November 17, 2009, the DRC considered and approved a new sign program for 
the shopping center. 

Revised Sign Program: At this time the applicant is proposing to modify the existing sign program for the shopping center 
by adding store directory signs to the existing monument sign at the northeast corner of the property.  
The following signs have previously been approved by the DRC and are part of the sign included in the sign program: 

♦ 1 each (one-sided) 32 square foot freestanding sign (monument) (northeast corner); 
♦ 1 each (two-sided) 32 square foot (per side) freestanding sign (southeast portion); 
♦ 20 each (one-sided) 15 square foot roof signs (tenant). 

 
Monument Sign (northeast corner): Two 13.33 square foot (3.33 feet wide by 4 feet tall) sign portions will be added to the 
existing 32 square foot in area monuments sign. 
 
Aggregate Sign Area: Based on the site’s primary frontage on Fifth Street West (±146 feet) and secondary frontage on 
Studley Street (±235 feet), the property has an allowable aggregate sign area of 111.4 square feet.  The total aggregate sign 
area for the property would be ±406.66 square feet, including the two freestanding signs (106.66 square feet), and 20 tenant 
signs (300 square feet). 
 
Shopping Center Signage Regulations (§18.20.180):  In addition and notwithstanding the number and sizes listed under 
SMC 18.16.010 and 18.16.020, one additional identification sign may be permitted for a shopping center. The total area of 
the additional sign shall not exceed 60 square feet, with no single face of a double or multisided sign larger than 40 square 
feet. Illuminated shopping center signage shall conform to the sizes under the illuminated sign section (SMC 18.20.130), 
unless granted a variance by the DRHPC.  
A shopping center may develop a sign program for all tenants within the center which, after approval by the DRHPC, may 
be administered by the shopping center administration. Signs not in conformance with the approved program must be 
reviewed by the planning director or his or her designee or the DRHPC. 
 
Illuminated Sign Regulations (§18.20.130): Exteriorly illuminated signs shall not exceed 32 square feet in area. Each face of 
a two-sided exteriorly illuminated sign shall not exceed 21 square feet in are. The proposal is not consistent with this 
requirement in that the exteriorly illuminated signs will have an area of 58.6 square feet. The applicant is requesting a 
variance from this standard.  
 
Existing Signs: During the site visit, staff observed a number of illegal signs displayed in the shopping center consisting of 



 
 

illuminated open signs, portable freestanding signs, window signs, and flag signs.  These signs have not been approved and 
shall be removed. 

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

Commission Discussion 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

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

   

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

 
 
Attachments 
 
1. Sign drawings. 
 
 
 
cc: Robert Sanders & Co., via email 
 
 Sherial Heller 
 1200 Washington Street # 12 
 San Francisco, CA  94108 
 
 Michael Rice 
 721 Fawn Drive 
 San Anselmo, CA  94960-1160 
  









 
 

 

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 and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 

 
 
3 
 
2/25/14 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

Stacy Eisenmann 

Project Location 

134 Church Street 

Historical Significance 
 Listed or Eligible for Listing on National Register of Historic Places, including Sonoma Plaza district (Significant) 
 Listed or Eligible for Listing on the California Register of Historic Resources (Significant) 
 Listed within Local Historic Resources Survey (Potentially Significant) 
 Over 50 years old (Potentially Significant) 

      Year Built: between 1911 and 1923 
 
Request 
Consideration of sign review for a wine tasting room on a commercial property (JAQK Cellars) located at 134 Church 
Street. 

 
Summary 
Background: On February 14, 2013, the Planning Commission approved a Parking Exception and Use Permit allowing 
conversion of the building into a wine tasting room with offices and outdoor seating area for JAQK Cellars, plus a small 
residential unit (see attached Planning Commission approval letter and conditions of approval). On March 19, 2013, the 
Design Review Commission approved elevation details, exterior colors and materials, lighting, and landscaping for the 
project. The project is now before the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission for consideration of two 
freestanding signs. 
 
The applicant is proposing to install two new freestanding signs: a freestanding sign at the sidewalk; and a freestanding sign 
on top of the sliding gate. 
   
Freestanding sign at sidewalk: A new, two-sided freestanding sign 12 square feet in area per side (4 feet tall by 3 feet wide) 
is proposed in the easement entrance area adjacent to the sidewalk on First Street West. The sign would consist of a wood 
panel with metal lettering, suspended by short cables from an aluminum frame, gray in color. Copy on the sign would 
consist of a brown background with blue and white text. Staff would note that the approval of the sign at the sidewalk is 
contingent upon the applicant providing the City with approval from the property owner of the easement (Cindy Ruggles) as 
the sign is located on the adjacent property. 
 
Freestanding sign on gate: A new, one-sided freestanding sign is proposed to be placed over the top of the sliding portion of 
the gate located on the east property line. The sign would have an area of 3 square feet (9 inches tall by 4 feet wide). The 
sign would be constructed of a redwood material. Copy on the sign would consist of a laser cut steel logo, with a clear 
powder coat, grey in color, applied to the redwood frame. In addition, four recessed LED puck lights are proposed under the 
headers to provide small pools of light (see attached specification sheets). 
 
Aggregate Sign Area: Based on the property’s frontage on Church Street (28 feet), the maximum aggregate sign area 
allowed for the parcel is 17 square feet. The total aggregate sign area for the property would be ±12 square feet, 
including the freestanding sign at the sidewalk and the freestanding sign on the gate. The proposal is consistent with this 
requirement. 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). 
 
Size Limitations: Each face of a two-sided sign shall not exceed 32 square feet in area (§18.16.022). The proposal is 
consistent with this requirement.  
 
Sign Height: Monument signs are limited to a maximum height of 12 feet (§18.20.120). The proposed freestanding sign at 
the sidewalk would have a maximum height of 4 feet, while the proposed freestanding sign on the gate would have a 
maximum height of 9 feet.  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 complies with this requirement as the freestanding sign at the sidewalk is 
located on a separate property and no more than two signs are proposed for the business. 
 
Other permits required: In addition to the requirements of this title, all signs and building improvements shall be in 
conformance with applicable requirements of the 2013 California Building Code and where required by the 2013 
California Building Code, shall obtain a building permit prior to installation.  
 

Commission Discussion 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

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

   

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

 
 
 
 
 

 
 
 
DRHPC Conditions or Modifications 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

 
 



 
 

cc: Stacy Eisenmann, Principal (via email) 
 
 Stephen & Laura Havlek (via email) 
  
 Hatch Real Estate Holdings LLC 
 402 Jackson Street 
 San Francisco, CA  94111-1602 

 
 
 
 
 

Attachments: 
 

1. Project narrative 
2. Planning Commission approval letter and conditions of approval 
3. Lighting specifications 
4. Sign drawings 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRC Agenda Item: 

 
Meeting Date: 

 
4 
 
02/25/14 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

OSO Sonoma (David Bush) 

Project Location 

9 East 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 build 1924) 
                                   (This property is listed on the Sonoma Plaza district as a non-contributing building)         
Request 

Consideration of design and sign review for a restaurant (OSO Sonoma) located at 9 East Napa Street. 
Summary 
Background: On September 9, 2010, the Planning Commission considered and approved a Use Permit to establish a wine 
and tapas bar in conjunction with an Exception from the parking requirements (see attached approval letter and conditions 
of approval).  
 
Environmental Review: Pursuant to Section 15301 of the State CEQA Guidelines, the leasing or minor alterations of 
existing private structures and facilities is Categorically Exempt from the provision of CEQA (Class 1 – Existing Facilities). 
 
Historic Evaluation: A historic evaluation has not been commissioned for this property. The property is listed on the 
Sonoma Plaza district as a non-contributing building (see attached National Register of Historic Places Registration Form). 
The property is listed on the DPR with a code of 6X (Determined ineligible for the NR by SHRC or Keeper). 
 
Design Review:  
Paint Color: The applicant is proposing to paint the main body of the building Kelly-Moore barnwood (KMA72-5) (see 
attached color samples). It should be noted that the applicant has painted a brush-out sample on the building (west side of 
building).  
 
Awning: A new structural awning is proposed. The awning would consist of reclaimed barn wood, vintage hardware, and 
dimensional logo elements. The bottom edge of the awning would feature a “wash-style” paint detail Kelly-Moore Seattle 
red (74), which correlates to the OSO Sonoma brand logo. The awnings would be installed on an aluminum support frame 
above the East Napa Street entrance of the building.  In terms of compatibility, the exterior color scheme of the building is a 
brown color.  A drawing of the proposed conditions is attached for consideration. The proposed awning is comprised of one 
awning approximately 10.83 feet long and 2 feet high. 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 feet 3 inches of clearance above the public walkway, and would extend only 2.33 feet from the face of the building, 
resulting in 8 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. 
 
New Window: A new Panda Series 51 folding all aluminum style window with dark bronze mullions is proposed for the 
front of the building facing East Napa Street (see attached specification sheet). The aluminum window frame would be white 
in color. 
 
Building Wall Modifications: In addition, the applicant is proposing to install a reclaimed barn wood element on the exterior 
building wall adjacent to the front entrance. The reclaimed barn wood element would be brown in color. 
 
Note: It should be noted that staff administratively approved minor modifications to the front door related to 2013 California 
Building Code accessibility requirements. 
 
Findings for Project Approval: For projects within the Historic Overlay zone or a Local Historic District and projects 



involving historically significant resources, the DRHPC may approve an application for architectural review, provided that 
the following findings can be made (§19.54.080.G): 
1. The project complies with applicable policies and regulations, as set forth in this Development Code, other City 

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

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

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

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

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

of Historic Properties. 
 
Sign Review: The applicant is proposing one awning sign and two wall signs; all three signs would be placed on the front of 
the building facing East Napa Street.   
 
Awning Sign: One illuminated awning sign is proposed to be placed on the awning adjacent to East Napa Street.  The 
awning sign would consist of the restaurant name “OSO Sonoma” on the north elevation and two star logos (one on the east 
elevations and one on the west facing elevation). The “OSO Sonoma” portion of the sign would have an area of 3.5 feet (14 
inches tall by 3 feet wide) and the two stars would each have an area of 1 square foot (1 foot tall by 1 foot wide). The sign 
would consist of black illuminated push through acrylic logo type with a vinyl face. The total area for the awning sign would 
be 5.5 square feet. The applicant has indicated that the sign would be illuminated from sundown to 12 a.m. seven days per 
week. Normal business hours for the restaurant are Sunday through Thursday 3 p.m. to 10 p.m., and Friday and Saturdays 3 
p.m. to 12 a.m. 

Wall Signs: Two wall signs are proposed adjacent to the front entrance of the building: a restaurant name sign; and a menu 
board sign. The “OSO Sonoma” illuminated sign has an area of 1.6 square feet (10 inches tall by 23 inches wide). The sign 
would be constructed of a black push through acrylic logo type with a vinyl face. Illumination is proposed in the form of a 
back illuminated LED technology. The menu board sign has an area of 1.87 square feet (11.5 inches tall by 23.5 inches 
wide). The sign would be constructed of a flush mounted glass panel. Illumination is proposed in the form of florescent top 
lighting. The applicant has indicated that both of the wall signs would be illuminated from sundown to 12 a.m. seven days 
per week. Normal business hours for the restaurant are Sunday through Thursday 3 p.m. to 10 p.m., and Friday and 
Saturdays 3 p.m. to 12 a.m. 

Wall Sign Regulations: Wall signs projecting over the property line, including a light box or other part thereof, shall not 
exceed a thickness of 12 inches (§18.20.190). 
 
Aggregate Sign Area: Based on the property’s frontage on East Napa Street (17 feet), the maximum aggregate sign area 
allowed for the parcel is 10.2 square feet. The total aggregate sign area for the property would be ±9 square feet, including 
the awing sign (5.5 square feet of aggregate sign area) and the wall signs (3.47 square feet of aggregate sign area). The 
proposal is consistent with this requirement. 
 
Size Limitations: Each face of a one-sided sign shall not exceed 48 square feet in area (§18.16.022). The proposal is 
consistent with this requirement. 
 
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 3 signs for the property including the awning sign and two wall signs. The 
applicant is requesting a variance from this requirement. 
 
Variances: As noted above, the proposal would exceed the number of signs normally permitted for any one business. The 
DRHPC may grant variances from the provisions of the sign ordinance provided that certain findings can be made (see 
below). 
 
1. Exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or conditions, not resulting from any act of the owner or applicant, apply to 
the location under consideration and not generally to other businesses or properties in the vicinity. 
 
2. Strict adherence to a regulation may cause unnecessary hardship or prohibit the exercise of creative design, and the 
application submitted is extraordinary and outstanding in design; 
 



3. The exception is the minimum necessary to serve its intended use; 
 
4. The exception is in conformance with the purpose and intent of this title; 
 
5. The granting of the variance will not be detrimental to the public interest or welfare, or injurious to properties or 
improvements in the vicinity. 
 
Other permits required: In addition to the requirements of this title, all signs and lighting shall be in conformance with 
applicable requirements of the 2013 California Building Code and where required by the 2013 California Building Code, 
shall obtain a building permit prior to installation. A building permit shall be required for the installation of the new awing. 
An Encroachment Permit shall be required for all work performed in the public right-of-way. Please contact the Building 
Department at (707) 938-3681 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. Façade rendering 
3. Street façade rendering 
4. Window modification 
5. Façade color scheme 
6. Manufacturer paint chip samples 
7. Awning composition 
8. Signage composition 
9. Menu wall composition 
10. Window specification sheets 
11. Planning Commission approval letter 
12. National Register of Historic Places Registration Form 
13. Status code description 



 
 
cc: OSO Sonoma 
 Attn: David bush 
 19201 Sonoma Highway #174 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Sonoma Signs 
 254 First Street East 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Ellen and Nicholas Blonder 
 38 Miller Avenue # 245 
 Mill Valley, CA  94941-1927 
 
 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 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 

 
5 
 
02/25/14 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

Michael Palmer 

Project Location 

500 West Napa Street, Suites 502-510 

Historical Significance 
   Listed on National Register of Historic Places, including Sonoma Plaza district 
   Listed on California Register of Historic Resources 
    Listed within Local Historic Resources Survey (Potentially Significant) 
   Over 50 years old 
                                    Year built: 1959 
 
Request 

Consideration of external building modifications for a commercial business (Pet Food Express) located at 500 West Napa 
Street, Suites 502-510. 

Summary 
Background: On January 21, 2013, the DRHPC approved entry modifications for the Redwood Credit Bank in the form of a 
window and door aluminum finish bronze in color. 
 
At this time the current applicant is proposing to combine four retail suites (suite 502, 504, 508, and 51) into one suite for a 
new retail business (Pet Food Express). All of the existing windows and doors will be removed and new windows and a new 
sliding entrance door will be installed. The new windows will take the form of United States Aluminum Series 451 and 
IT451 center glaze (see attached specification sheet) and include a dark bronze aluminum finish with clear glazing. In 
addition, the applicant is proposing a new 8 foot wide by 8 foot high overhead roll-up door on the north wall of the building 
facing the alley, which will be painted to match the existing concrete masonry wall. 
 
Findings for Project Approval: In order to approve any application for site design and architectural review, the DRHPC 
must make the following findings: 

a.  The project complies with applicable policies and regulations, as set forth in this development code (except for 
approved variances and exceptions), other city ordinances, and the general plan; 
b. On balance, the project is consistent with the intent of applicable design guidelines set forth in this development code; 
and 
c. The project responds appropriately to the context of adjacent development, as well as existing site conditions and 
environmental features. 

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

Commission Discussion 

 

 

 



 
 

 

 

 
 

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

   

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

 
 
 
 
Attachments 

1. Revised project narrative 
2. Project narrative  
3. Window and door specification sheets 
4. Site plan and elevations 
5. Door and window frame sample 
 
cc: Michael Palmer 
 141 Stoney Circle # 225 
 Santa Rosa, CA  95401 
 
 Sonoma Valley Center LLC 
 P.O. Box 2745 
 Antioch, CA  94531-2745 
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02/25/14 

                                                                                            
Applicant 

Kevin Fay (Studebaker Cheese Cake) 

Project Location 

248 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 Build (1941) 
         
Request 

Consideration of new paint colors for a Bakery (Studebaker Cheese Cake) located at 248 West Napa Street. 
Summary 
 
Design Review: A new color scheme has been put forward for the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission’s 
(DRHPC) consideration. The building walls are proposed to be painted Benjamin Moore Buckingham gardens (545), Trim 
A is proposed to be painted Benjamin Moore veranda view (541), Trim B is proposed to be painted Benjamin Moore black 
beauty (2128-10), and the accent color around the front door is proposed to be painted Benjamin Moore red parrot (1308). 
Color samples are attached and a color board will be presented by the applicant at the upcoming DRC meeting. As an 
alternate paint proposal for the DRHPC’s consideration, the applicant is proposing to paint the building walls Benjamin 
Moore grasslands (502), Trim A is proposed to be painted Benjamin Moore guilford green (HC-116), Trim B is proposed to 
be painted Benjamin Moore black beauty (2128-10), and the accent color around the front door is proposed to be painted 
Benjamin Moore Tucson red (1300). 
 
Findings for Project Approval: For projects within the Historic Overlay zone or a Local Historic District and projects 
involving historically significant resources, the DRHPC may approve an application for architectural review, provided that 
the following findings can be made (§19.54.080.G): 
1. The project complies with applicable policies and regulations, as set forth in this Development Code, other City 

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

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

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

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

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

of Historic Properties. 
 

 

Commission Discussion 

 

 

 



 

 

 

 
 

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

   

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

 
 
 

Attachments 
1. Project narrative. 
2. Paint color samples. 

 
cc: Kevin Fay 
 248 West Napa Street 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Gordenker Turkey Farm 
 P.O. Box 341 
 Glen Ellen, CA  95442-0341 
 
 Mary Martinez 
 P.O. Box 534 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Patricia Cullinan, via email 
  
 Yvonne Bowers, via email 
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