
 

      
 

City of Sonoma  
Design Review and Historic  

Preservation Commission 

AGENDA 
Meeting of February 17, 2015 - 6:30 P.M. 

Community Meeting Room, 177 First Street West 
Sonoma, CA  95476 

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

 
 
CALL TO ORDER – Kelso Barnett, Chair 
 

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

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

 
CORRESPONDENCE 

 
ITEM #1 – Sign Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of two window signs 
for two suites in a commercial 
building (Suites A and B). 
 
Applicant:   
Terry Harms  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
645 First Street West 
 
General Plan Designation: 
Mixed Use (MU) 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
Downtown District 
Base: Mixed Use (MX) 
Overlay: Historic (/H) 

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 

ITEM #2 – Sign Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of a wall sign and two 
window signs for a commercial 
building (Figone’s Olive Oil Co.). 
 
Applicant:   
Christine Tribolet  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
483 First Street West 
 
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 #3 – Continued Design, 
Landscaping, and Sign 
Review 

  
REQUEST: 
Continued consideration of design 
review, a landscaping plan, and 
signs for a mixed-use building 
(CocoaPlanet). 
 
Applicant:   
Anne and Jeff McKibben  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

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

RECOMMENDED ACTION: 
 
Commission discretion. 
 
CEQA Status: 
Categorically Exempt 
 

ITEM #4 – Design Review 
  
REQUEST: 
Consideration of design review and 
outdoor lighting for a commercial 
building (Pangloss Cellars). 
 
Applicant:   
Enterra Associates  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
35 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 a landscape plan 
for an 11-unit apartment 
development (Rabbitt Apartments). 
 
Applicant:   
Ron Wellander  
 
Staff:  Wendy Atkins 

Project Location: 
840 West Napa Street 
 
General Plan Designation: 
Commercial (C)/
Medium Density Residential (MR)  

 
 
Zoning: 
Planning Area: 
West Napa-Sonoma Hwy Corridor
/Northwest Area 
 
Base: Commercial (C)/
Medium Density Residential (R-M) 
Overlay: None 

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 February13, 
2015.    
 
CRISTINA MORRIS, ADMINISTRATIVE ASSISTANT 
 
Rights of Appeal: Any decision of the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission may be 
appealed to the City Council.  Appeals must be filed with the City Clerk within fifteen (15) calendar days following 
the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission’s decision, unless the fifteenth day falls on a weekend or 



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

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 

 
1 
 
02/17/15 

                                                                                            

Applicant 

Terry Harms 

Project Location 

645 First Street West, Suites B and C 

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: 2005 
 

Request 

Consideration of two window signs for two suites in a commercial building located at 645 First Street West (Suites A and 
B). 

Summary 

 
Two window signs are proposed for the business: 

 Window A: One sign is proposed. The sign is 3.7 square feet in area (16 inches tall by 34 inches wide). The sign 
would consist of black and orange vinyl lettering on a clear background. 

 Window B: One sign is proposed. The sign is 3.7 square feet in area (16 inches tall by 34 inches wide). The sign 
would consist of black vinyl lettering on a clear background. 

 
Window Sign Regulations (§18.20.200): Permanent or temporary window signs shall not cover more than 20 percent of the 
aggregate area of each window facing a public right-of-way. Permanent window signs (except as specified in SMC 
18.12.020(A)(7)) shall require review by the DRHPC, and shall be included in the total aggregate sign area allowable for the 
site. The proposal is consistent with this requirement in that each window sign would cover less than 20 percent of the 
aggregate area of each window.  The applicant is requesting a variance from this requirement. 
 
Aggregate Sign Area: Based on the property’s frontage on First Street West (23 feet for each suite), the maximum aggregate 
sign area allowed for the two suites is 24.4 square feet. The total aggregate sign area for the two suites would be ±7.4 square 
feet, including the two proposed window signs (7.4 square feet in area). 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). The proposal 
complies with this requirement in that there would be one signs for each of the businesses. 
 
Findings for Project Approval: In order to approve any application for sign review, the DRHPC must make all of the 
following findings: 
1. The proposed signage complies with applicable policies and regulations, as set forth in this sign ordinance (except for 

approved variances), all other city ordinances, and the general plan; 
2. On balance, the proposed signage is consistent with the purpose and intent expressed by SMC 18.04.010 and the 

applicable guidelines for signs set forth by SMC 18.60.010, Appendix A – Design guidelines for signs; and 
3. The proposed signage is harmonious and consistent overall with the location of the site, including adjacent and 

surrounding development and its environmental features. 
 
In addition to the basic findings, the DRHPC must make the following additional findings for any project located within the 
historic overlay district: 
1. The proposed signage will not impair the historic character of its surroundings; 
2. The proposed signage substantially preserves the qualities of any significant historic structures or other significant 

historic features on the site.  



 

 

 
 

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. Picture of windows. 
2. Drawings of proposed signs. 
 

 
cc: Terry Harms 
 645 First Street West, Suite B 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Terry and Lutrell Harms 
 17914 San Carlos Drive 
 Sonoma, CA  95479-3773 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 

 
2 
 
02/17/15 

                                                                                            

Applicant 

Christine Tribolet 

Project Location 

483 First 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: 1936 
 

Request 

Consideration of a wall sign and two window signs a commercial building. (Figone’s Olive Oil Co.) located at 483 First 
Street West. 

Summary 

Background: On January 26, 2015, staff administratively approved a 6 square foot (three feet wide by 2 feet high) two-sided 
projecting sign for the business. 
 
Wall sign: A new wall sign is proposed on the east facing elevation (facing First Street West). The sign is 15.75 square feet 
in area (2.33 feet tall by 7 feet wide). The sign would be constructed of a wood material. Copy on the sign would consist of 
white lettering on a green background with a black border. Illumination is not proposed. 
 
Wall Sign Regulations (§18.20.180): Wall signs projecting over the property line, including a light box or other part thereof, 
shall not exceed a thickness of 12 inches. The proposal is consistent with this requirement. 
 
Window Signs: Two window signs are proposed are proposed on the windows directly adjacent to the front door. The signs 
are 6 square feet in area (3 feet tall by 2 feet wide). The signs would consist of black text with an image of a brown tree. 
 
Window Sign Regulations (§18.20.200): Permanent or temporary window signs shall not cover more than 20 percent of the 
aggregate area of each window facing a public right-of-way. Permanent window signs (except as specified in SMC 
18.12.020(A)(7)) shall require review by the DRHPC, and shall be included in the total aggregate sign area allowable for the 
site. The proposal is not consistent with this requirement in that each window sign would cover 79 percent of the aggregate 
area of each window, as each window is 38 inches tall by 29 inches wide.  The applicant is requesting a variance from this 
requirement. 
 
Aggregate Sign Area: Based on the property’s frontage on First Street West (22 feet), the maximum aggregate sign area 
allowed for the parcel is 13.2 square feet. The total aggregate sign area for the property would be ±36.75 square feet, 
including the existing projecting sign (6 square feet in area), wall sign (15.75 square feet in area),  and window signs (12 
square feet in area). It should be noted that when calculating the aggregate area of a two-sided sign, each face is multiplied 
by 0.75 (§18.16.021). The proposal is not consistent with this requirement. The applicant is requesting a variance from this 
requirement. 
 
Size Limitations: Each face of a two-sided sign shall not exceed 32 square feet in area (§18.16.022). The proposal is 
consistent with this requirement in that the wall sign would have an area 15.75 square feet. 
 
Number of Signs: Only one monument sign is allowed per property, and a maximum of two signs are normally permitted for 
any one business (§18.16.010). The proposal does not comply with these requirements in that there would be four signs for 
the business including the projecting sign, wall sign, and two window signs. 
 



 

 

Variances: The proposal would exceed the aggregate sign area allowed for the parcel and exceed the number of signs 
normally permit for any one business. The DRHPC may grant variances from the provisions of the sign ordinance provided 
that certain findings can be made (see below). 
 
1. Exceptional or extraordinary circumstances or conditions, not resulting from any act of the owner or applicant, apply to 

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

application submitted is extraordinary and outstanding in design; 
 
3. The exception is the minimum necessary to serve its intended use; 
 
4. The exception is in conformance with the purpose and intent of this title; 
 
5. The granting of the variance will not be detrimental to the public interest or welfare, or injurious to properties or 

improvements in the vicinity. 
 
Other permits required: In addition to the requirements of this title, all signs and building improvements shall be in 
conformance with applicable requirements of the 2013 California Building Code and where required by the 2013 California 
Building Code, shall obtain a building permit prior to installation. An Encroachment Permit shall be required for all work 
performed in the public right-of-way. Please contact Lisa Sevilla at (707) 933-2205 for information regarding City 
Encroachment Permits.  
 
 

Commission Discussion 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 
 

Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission Action

  Approved   Disapproved   Referred to: _________________   Continued to: _________________ 

   

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

 
DRHPC Conditions or Modifications 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

Attachments 
1. Picture of wall sign. 
2. Drawing of window signs. 



 

 

 
 

cc: Christine Tribolet 
 483 First Street West 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Linda Detert 
 P.O. Box 1561 
 Sonoma, CA  94576 
 
 Lori Bremner, via email 
 
 Mary Martinez, via will call at City Hall 
  
 Patricia Cullinan, via email 
 
 Alice Duffee, via email 
 
 SLHP Historic Survey, via email 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 

 
3 
 
 
02/17/15 

                                                                                            

Applicant 

Anne and Jeff McKibben 

Project Location 

921 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: ±1954 
 

Request 

Continued consideration of the roof color, landscaping plan, trash enclosure, wall fountain, fire pit, bicycle rack, and  
new signs for a mixed-use building (CocoaPlanet) located at 921 Broadway. 

Summary 

Background: On December 11, 2014, the Planning Commission considered and approved a Use Permit to remodel and 
convert the commercial building at 921 Broadway to allow for the production and retail sale of chocolates (see attached 
approval letter and conditions of approval). On January 20, 2015, the DRHPC approved building elevation details, exterior 
colors and materials, and outdoor lighting for the property with the condition that a final color sample of the roof come back 
to the DRHPC with several options that are consistent with the corrugated metal siding, fenestration, window systems, and 
slate. 
 
Exterior Materials & Details: The following is a summary of the proposed exterior modifications. 

 Roof color: A new standing steam metal roof for the entire building is proposed, Cool Metallic Copper in color 
(actual painted material samples will be presented at the DRHPC meeting). 

 Corrugated metal siding: The applicant is proposing a new color for the corrugated metal siding, Cool Metallic 
Silver in color (actual painted material samples will be presented at the DRHPC meeting). Note: at the DRHPC 
meeting on January 20th, the DRHPC approved Galvalume plus siding in color. 

 Natural stone veneer (Craftsman” style stacked stone) in “Black Mountain” color is proposed to be installed on the 
front (east) elevation. Note: at the DRHPC meeting on January 20th, the DRHPC approved the natural stone veneer 
in a Placer gold color. 
 

Trash Enclosure: A 5-foot wide by 8 foot long trash enclosure is proposed southwest of the building.  The trash enclosure 
would be supported by 4x4 pressure treated wood posts, set in concrete footings and clad with horizontal 5.5-inch naturally 
finished Brazilian hardwood boards, with 3.5-inch horizontal open spaces between each board. 
 
Security Gate: A six foot tall and 85 foot long telescoping security gate is proposed in between the garden area and the 
building. The security gate would be fabricated using 1.5-inch angle iron.  The security gate section would be set on wheels 
that roll on tracks.  The security gate would be clad with horizontal 5.5-inch naturally finished Brazilian hardwood boards 
with 3.5-inch horizontal open spaces between each board. 
 
Water Fountain: A 46-inch wide by 17-inch deep Weathered Zinc Wall Fountain is proposed in the garden area (see 
attached specification sheet).   
 
Fire Pits: Two fire pits (see attached specification sheet) are proposed in the garden area. The fire pits would contain an 
HWI Fire Pit Insert (see attached picture). 
 
Bicycle Racks: Three Welle Circular Rack bicycle racks (Hot Dipped Galvanized finish) (see attached specification sheet) 
are proposed on the northeast portion of the parking area.  



 

 

 
Exterior Lighting: As indicted on the attached lighting plan, two each deck lights (Nature Power 21060 Solar Powered LED 
Bronze Step Lights) are proposed for the new low sign wall (see details on the low landscaping wall below). The deck lights 
are proposed to be illuminated from 6 p.m. to 10 p.m.  In addition, as indicated on the attached lighting plan, 37 each 
Paradise Stainless Steel Solar Bollard Lights with white LEDs are proposed on the west, north, and east portions of the 
property. The solar lights are proposed to be illuminated from dusk to dawn. Normal business hours are from 8 a.m. to 7 
p.m. daily, with invitation only events associated with the business until 11 p.m. Note: at the DRHPC meeting on January 
20th, the DRHPC approved Malibu Outdoor Living low voltage half brick deck lights and Malibu Outdoor Living LED solar 
brushed nickel walk lights. 
 
Low Landscaping Wall: Two low landscaping walls are proposed on the north side of the building. The landscape wall 
adjacent to the parking area is 15 feet long by 1.5 feet tall.  The landscaping wall at the northeast corner of the building is 
1.5 feet tall and consists of two sections: 15 feet; and, 11 feet 2.5 inches. Both the walls are proposed to be faced with 
Craftsman style Black Mountain stone. The top of the wall would consist of limestone coping. 
 
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 and Historic Preservation 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. 
 
Landscaping Plan: At this time the applicant is requesting review of a landscape plan (attached) for the property.  The 
applicant is proposing to plant ten ornamental olive trees and two fig trees supplemented with shrubs, herbs, and grasses. 
In addition, stone pavers Cobblemats in Eastern Coal color (see attached specification sheet) are proposed in the garden 
area. 
 
Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance: A legend listing proposed species is provided for reference. The applicant has 
indicated that 10 to 15 gallon trees are proposed to be planted. In addition, water budget calculations prepared by the 
landscape architect (attached) demonstrate compliance with Sonoma Municipal Code §14.32, Water Efficient Landscaping. 
The calculations indicate that the proposed landscaping would utilize 13,328 gallons or 94% of the associated annual water 
budget allotment of 14,104 gallons. 
 
Sign Review: 
 
Wall sign: A one-sided illuminated wall sign is proposed on the east facing elevation facing Broadway. The proposed sign is 
16 square feet in area (4 feet tall by 4feet wide). The sign would consist of multi-layered internally illuminated LED sign 
aluminum cabinets in the form of a brown circle cabinet mounted on a blue cabinet recessed in the stone wall with white 
push-thru acrylic letters. The applicant has stated the sign is proposed to be illuminated from10 a.m. to 11 p.m. daily. 
Normal business hours are from 8 a.m. to 7 p.m. daily, with invitation only events associated with the business until 11 p.m. 
 
Wall Sign Regulations (§18.20.180): Wall signs projecting over the property line, including a light box or other part thereof, 
shall not exceed a thickness of 12 inches. The proposal is consistent with this requirement. 
 
Monument Signs: Two new monument signs are proposed: A two-sided illuminated freestanding and one-sided directional. 

 The illuminated freestanding sign 16.25 square feet in area per side (2.5 feet tall by 6.5 feet wide) is proposed in 
front of the building on the Broadway frontage. The maximum height of the sign would be 8.33 feet. The sign 
would be located perpendicular to Broadway, south of the driveway entrance. In terms of construction, the sign face 



 

 

would consist of a stainless steel sign cabinet with internally illuminated LED push-thru white acrylic letters. In 
addition, the sign would sit atop a “Black Mountain” color natural stone base that is 5 foot tall by 6.5 feet wide. 
Because the base does not substantially contribute to the advertising qualities of the sign, it is not included in the 
calculation of sign area pursuant to the sign regulations (§18.50.390). Exterior illumination is proposed in the form 
of an internally illuminated LED. The applicant has indicated that the sign would be illuminated from 5 p.m. to 11 
p.m. daily.  Normal business hours are from Normal business hours are from 8 a.m. to 7 p.m. daily, with invitation 
only events associated with the business until 11 p.m. 

 The one sided directional freestanding sign 6 square feet in area (3 feet tall by 2 feet wide). The sign would be 
located parallel to Broadway, north of the driveway entrance. In terms of construction, the sign face would consist 
of an aluminum material with silk screening and vinyl graphics. The sign face would consist of brown, blue, and 
white copy with white posts. The maximum height of the sign would be 42 inches. In addition, the sign would sit 
atop a stainless steel base that is 1 foot tall by 2 feet wide. Because the base does not substantially contribute to the 
advertising qualities of the sign, it is not included in the calculation of sign area pursuant to the sign regulations 
(§18.50.390). 

 
Aggregate Sign Area: Based on the property’s frontage on Broadway (45 feet), the maximum aggregate sign area allowed 
for the parcel is 24 square feet. The total aggregate sign area for the property would be ±46.4 square feet, including the 
proposed wall sign and two monument sign. It should be noted that when calculating the aggregate area of a two-sided sign, 
each face is multiplied by 0.75 (§18.16.021). The proposal is not consistent with this requirement. The applicant is 
requesting a variance from this requirement. 
 
Monument Sign Regulations (18.20.120): Freestanding signs shall be limited to one per parcel or property. The top of a 
freestanding sign, including the sign structure, shall not exceed 12 feet. Every freestanding sign shall be wholly on the 
property occupied by the use or uses identified or advertised, not within six fee of any vehicular right-of-way and not over 
any part of the public pedestrian walkway. The proposal is consistent with this requirement. The applicant is requesting a 
variance from this requirement. 
 
Size Limitations: Each face of a two-sided sign shall not exceed 32 square feet in area (§18.16.022). The proposal is 
consistent with this requirement in each face would have an area of 19.15 square feet.  
 
Number of Signs: Only one monument sign is allowed per property, and a maximum of two signs are normally permitted for 
any one business (§18.16.010). The proposal is not consistent with this requirement. The applicant is requesting a variance 
from this requirement. 
 
Variances: The proposal would exceed the aggregate sign area allowed for the parcel, exceed the number of freestanding 
signs normally allowed, and exceed the number of signs normally allowed for 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, 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. Project narrative 
2. Use Permit conditions of approval, dated December 19, 2014. 
3. Management summary of a Historical Evaluation of the building at 921 Broadway in Sonoma, Sonoma 

County, California. 
4. Outdoor lighting manufacturer specification sheets. 
5. Lighting plan 
6. Fountain manufacture specification sheet. 
7. Pictures of fireplace 
8. Picture of fire glass beads 
9. Bicycle rack manufacture specification sheet. 
10. Fire pit insert manufacture specification sheet. 
11. Brazilian hardwood manufacturer specification sheet 
12. MAWA Forms 
13. Pavers manufacturer specification sheet 
14. Landscaping Plan 
15. Irrigation plan 
16. Fence and trash enclosure elevations. 
17. Sign project narrative 
18. Sign drawings 
19. Renderings of proposed building. 

 
 
cc: Anne and Jeff McKibben 

1198 Ingram Drive 
Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
Tom Anderson & Co. 
822 Broadway 
Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
Lloyd and Nancy Griffith 
921 Broadway 
Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
Robert Sanders, via email 

 
  Patricia Cullinan, vía email 
 
  Alice Duffee, via email 
  
  SLHP Historic Survey, via email 
 
  Mary Martinez, via will call at City Hall 
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City of Sonoma 
Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission 

Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 
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02/17/15 

                                                                                            

Applicant 

Enterra Associates 

Project Location 

35 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 Built: ±1902 
 

Request 

Consideration of building elevation details, exterior color and materials, and outdoor lighting for a commercial building 
(Pangloss Cellars) located at 35 East Napa Street. 

Summary 

Exterior Materials & Details: While the form and footprint of the building would be maintained, a number of exterior 
alterations are proposed, including removing the existing awning, reconfiguring the ground floor windows to match the 
existing upper windows, and exposing the original quarry rock on the building. Specifically, modifications to the building 
elevations consist of the following: 

 North elevation: remove the awning, reconfigure the ground floor windows, replace the front doors, remove the 
fake rafter ends, install wall scones and a chandelier, and expose the original quarry rock. 

 East elevation: expose the original quarry rock, install a solid hardwood double door, install wall sconces, display a 
5 inch wide planter box, install a new electronic rolling gate to the parking area, and install post lamps on each side 
of the gate. 

Specification sheets on the doors, gate, windows, door hardware, Knock-Box, and slide gate operator are attached for 
consideration.  
 
Exterior Colors: two options for color schemes have been put forward for the DRHPC’s consideration (Option A and 
Option B): 

 Option A: AF-710 (secret) on the area above the windows; HC-166 (Kendall charcoal) for the beam directly over 
the windows, and 2118-10 (universal black) for the window trim. 

 Option B: AF-675 (fusion) on the area above the windows; 2121-10 (grey) for the beam directly over the windows, 
and PM-9 (black) for the window trim. 

 
The applicant has indicated in the attached project narrative that the proposed color schemes were chosen to complement the 
color of the natural stone wall of the building, which is a dark shade of gray, Color samples are attached, brush-outs have 
been applied to the building, and a color board will be presented by the applicants at the upcoming DRHPC meeting. 
 
Exterior Lighting: As indicted on the attached project narrative, one chandelier is proposed above the front door, two wall 
sconces are proposed on both sides of the entry door and side door on the east elevation, and two post lamps are proposed to 
be installed on the wall, on each side of the gate (see attached specification sheets). The exterior lighting is proposed to be 
illuminated during normal business hours (11 a.m. to 10 p.m. daily). 
 
Design Review: External building modification for which a building permit is required and new building colors in the 
Commercial 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 course 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; 
         An historic resource evaluation review was completed for the property in January 2015. This evaluation found 

that the building is not a historic resource and is not eligible for listing on the California Register of Historic, 
which means that the residence is not an “historical resource” under CEQA. 

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

The adjacent properties to the south and east are commercially developed properties.   
 

4.     The location, design, site plan configuration, and effect of the proposed development. 
An historic resource evaluation was completed for the property in January 2015. This report determined that the 
building has lost enough integrity to render it no longer historically significant and that the proposed alterations 
to the non-historically significant structure do not constitute an adverse effect under the California Environmental 
Quality Act. 

 
CEQA Compliance: As a discretionary project, the proposal is subject to the requirements of the California Environmental 
Quality Act (CEQA). As previously noted, an historic resource evaluation of the structure determined that it does not meet 
the CEQA definition of a historical resource. Accordingly, the structure is not considered an historical resource as defined 
under CEQA and, pursuant to Section 15301 of the CEQA Guidelines, the remodel/addition project is categorically exempt 
(Class 1 – Existing Facilities). 
 
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 and Historic Preservation 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. 
 
Signs: All signs shall be subject to Planning Department staff or the DRHPC as applicable. 
 
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. An Encroachment Permit shall be required for all work 
performed in the public right-of-way. Please contact Lisa Sevilla at (707) 933-2205 for information regarding City 
Encroachment Permits.  
  
 

Commission Discussion 

 

 



 

 

 

Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission Action

  Approved   Disapproved   Referred to: _________________   Continued to: _________________ 

   

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

 
DRHPC Conditions or Modifications 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Attachments 

1. Project narrative 
2. Door specification sheet 
3. Window specification sheet 
4. Gate specification sheet 
5. Picture of doors 
6. Picture of “speak easy” hole on door 
7. Picture of proposed gate 
8. Door hardware specification sheet 
9. Chandler picture and specification sheet 
10. Scones picture 
11. Post lamp picture 
12. Planter box picture 
13. Picture of building with color brush outs 
14. Knox-Box picture and specification sheet 
15. Current and past pictures of building 
16. Picture of original rock quarry  
17. Historic Resource Evaluation 25 East Napa Street East, Sonoma, Sonoma County, California 
18. Color samples 
19. Picture of brush out on building 
20. Site plan, existing floor plan, proposed floor plan, elevations, and color rendering 

 
 
cc: Enterra Associates 
 1275 4th Street #240 
 Santa Rosa, CA  95404 
 
 Richard and Mary Ann Cuneo 
 P.O. Box 4 
 Vineburg, CA  95487-0004 
 

Rick Swinth, via email 
 

  Patricia Cullinan, vía email 
 
  Alice Duffee, via email 
  
  SLHP Historic Survey, via email 
 
  Mary Martinez, via will call at City Hall 
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Agenda Item Summary 

 
 DRHPC Agenda 

Item: 
 

Meeting Date: 

 
5 
 
 
02/17/15 

                                                                                            

Applicant 

Ron Wellander 

Project Location 

840 West Napa Street 

Historical Significance 

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

Request 

Consideration of a landscape plan for an 11-unit apartment development (Rabbitt Apartments) located at 840 West Napa 
Street. 

Summary 

Background: On October 9, 2014, the Planning Commission adopted a Negative Declaration and a Use Permit to construct 
an 11-unit apartment development at 840 West Napa Street (see attached approval letter and conditions of approval). On 
December 17, 2014, the Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission (DRHPC) approved building elevations, 
exterior colors, materials, and lighting for the project. The applicants are now returning for consideration of the required 
landscape plan. 
 
Landscaping Plan: At this time the applicant is requesting review of a landscape plan (attached) for the property. A 
total of 56 replacement trees are proposed for the site consisting of Japanese maples, red sunset maples, Arbutus 
Marinas, hornbeams, ginkos, white crape myrtles, dwarf magnolias, and one cost live oak. The attached memo from the 
landscape architect indicates that trees sizes range from 15-gallon to 72-inch box size. The Planning Commission 
Condition of Approval #21 states that trees removed on the subject property shall be replaced with a 1:1 ratio with a 
minimum 36-inch box size. The applicant is proposing to plant 11 each 36-inch box size trees, one 72-inch box size tree, 
supplemented with numerous smaller box sized trees. The DRHPC should determine if it is willing to accept one 72-inch 
box size tree in lieu of the remaining four required 36-inch box sized trees. The applicant has indicated that large scale 
drawings will be presented at the meeting. 
 
Water Efficient Landscape Ordinance: A planting plan listing proposed species and planting sizes is provided for reference. 
In addition, water budget calculations prepared by the landscape architect (attached) demonstrate compliance with Sonoma 
Municipal Code §14.32, Water Efficient Landscaping. The calculations indicate that the proposed landscaping would utilize 
147,644 gallons or 91% of the associated annual water budget allotment of 162,786 gallons. 
 
Fencing: The attached fence drawings indicate that 6-foot tall solid wood privacy fencing would be installed along the 
project perimeter and semi-transparent wire fence with vines around private yard areas. In addition, 4.5 foot tall solid wood 
fencing is proposed to screen the individual garbage and recycling areas. 
 
 

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. City of Sonoma Maximum Applied Water Allowance Form, Estimated Total Water Use Calculations, and 
Hydrozone Table Form 

2. Tree memo 
3. Fence drawings  
4. Planning Commission Conditions of Approval 
5. Landscape Concept plans 
6. Irrigation Plans 
7. Planting Plans 

 
 
   

 

 
cc: Ron Wellander 
 294 West Napa Street #103 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
 
 Mike Rabbit 
 1223 35th Street 
 San Francisco, CA  94122 
 
 Victor Conforti, Architect 
 755 Broadway 
 Sonoma, CA  95476 
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