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  CITY OF SONOMA 
DESIGN REVIEW AND HISTORIC PRESERVATION COMMISSION 

REGULAR MEETING 
August 18, 2015 

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

 
Chair Barnett called the meeting to order at 6:35 p.m.  
 
Roll Call: 
 

Present: Chair Barnett, Comms. Anderson,  Randolph, Tippell, Essert ( Alternate) 
Absent: Comm. Johnson  
Others 
Present: 

Associate Planner Atkins, Administrative Assistant Morris  

 
Chair Barnett stated that no new items would be heard after 10:30 p.m. unless the Design Review and Historic 
Preservation Commission so decides. Any decisions made tonight can be appealed within 15 days to the City 
Council. He reminded everyone to turn off cell phones and pagers.  
 
COMMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC: None 
APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Comm. Anderson made a motion to approve the minutes of July 21, 2015. Comm. 
Tippell seconded. The motion was unanimously approved.  

CORRESPONDENCE: None 
 
Comm. Anderson recused and left the dais. Comm. Essert (Alternate) came to the dais. 
 
Item #1- Discussion Item- Continued Design Review of exterior modifications for two vacation rental units at 

162-166 West Spain Street.  

Applicant: Tom Anderson 

Associate Planner Atkins presented the staff report. 

Chair Barnett opened the public comment. 
 
Tom Anderson, applicant, introduced Laura Olson, the property owner. He withdrew the request to not replace 
the finial over the front porch in an attempt to make the application simpler. The windows were designed to be 
consistent with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and do not adversely affect the historic nature of the 
building. 
 
George McKale, McKale Consulting, stated he conducted an evaluation of the Weyl House and found it to be 
eligible for listing on both the National State Registers. In a subsequent evaluation (Findings of Effect) it was 
determined that the building modifications (new windows) were in compliance with the Secretary of Interior 
Standards for the Treatment of Historic Buildings, and would not result in an adverse effect on the historical 
resource. 
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Comm. Randolph confirmed with the applicant that replacing the bell shaped finial was a City Council condition 
of approval. 
 
Chair Barnett questioned if the building would be more historically significant without the finial and the applicant 
replied in the affirmative. A discussion ensued regarding the process to modify the conditions of approval. The 
applicant withdrew his request to modify the project and would like to proceed with the project as proposed in the 
application. 
 
Comm. Essert inquired about the window specifications.  
 
The applicant responded that they chose greyed Millgard vinyl windows similar to the existing windows but not 
low E glass. The trim will match the existing trim. 
 
Chair Barnett closed the public comment.  
 
Comms. Tippell and Randolph supported the changes proposed. 
 
Comm. Randolph had confidence that the Architect will select the appropriate window type. 
 
Comm. Assert is satisfied with the project as proposed. 
 
Comm. Barnett recommended that the property owner not install the finial and that modification be approved 
administratively. 
 
Comm. Randolph made a motion to approve the proposal as submitted with the application including the 
recommendation to the City Council to not install the finial as required by the conditions of approval for the 
conversion of the building to two vacation units as an adaptive re-use of a historic structure. It was noted that in 
order for the City Council to consider a modification to the conditions of approval a written request shall be made 
to the Planning Department and the request will be placed on an upcoming City Council meeting agenda. 
Comm. Tippell seconded. The motion was unanimously adopted.      
 
Comm. Anderson returned to the dais. Comm. Essert stayed at the dais since Comm. Johnson was absent.  
 
Comm. Randolph requested that Item #2, #3 and #4 all be heard as a single item. Comm. Tippell seconded. The 
motion was unanimously approved. 
 
Item #2 – Landscape  Review- Consideration of  landscape plans for new single-family residences at 1028, 

1032 and 1036  Fifth Street East.  

Applicant: Chris Dluzak 
 
Associate Planner Atkins presented the staff report. 
 
Gary Balcerak, Landscape Architect, Balcerak Design, offered to answer questions. 
 
Comm. Tippell confirmed with the project Architect that Pistachio trees will be planted along Fifth Street East to 
mitigate the proposal to remove an additional nine trees on Lots 1 and 2. 
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Chair Barnett questioned if there were any ongoing concerns from the neighbors in regards to privacy screening.  
 
Associate Planner Atkins explained that privacy screening was addressed in the revised conditions of approval 
from the Planning Commission and there have been no recent correspondence from the neighbors. 
 
Comm. Randolph supported the design.  
 
Comm. Anderson agreed with Comm. Randolph and appreciated the revisions made. 
 
Chair Barnett concurred with his fellow commissioners and is pleased with the outcome. 
 
Chair Barnett opened the public comment. 
 
No public comment.  
 
Chair Barnett closed the public comment.  
 
Comm. Anderson is satisfied that the applicant solved the screening issues with more plantings.  
 
Comm. Anderson made a motion to approve the landscape plans for 1028, 1032, and 1036 Fifth Street East as 
submitted. Comm. Randolph seconded. The motion was unanimously approved.  
 
Item #3 – Demolition  Review- Consideration of a modification to the conditions of approval for a Demolition 

Permit at 557 Fifth Street East.  

Applicant: Strata Strategic Design Studio  

Associate Planner Atkins presented the staff report. 
 
Bennett Martin, Project Architect, Strata Design Studio, submitted building permit applications to the Building 
Department for the site.   
 
Comm. Anderson felt it was a reasonable request for the lot.  
 
Comm. Randolph inquired with staff about the approval letter dated June 18, 2015.  
 
Chair Barnett  opened the public comment.  
 
No public comment.  
 
Chair Barnett closed the public comment.  
 
Staff said that a Building permit is required for the demolition that would include a hazardous report.   
  
Comm. Essert is concerned that the decision might set a precedent for other property owners.   
 
Chair Barnett disagreed since he felt the proposal is unique.    
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Comm. Randolph made a motion to modify the conditions of approval for a Demolition Permit to include that 
Photo-documentation of the buildings shall be submitted to the Sonoma League for Historic Preservation and to 
the City of Sonoma prior to demolition. Comm. Randolph seconded.  The motion was unanimously approved. 
 
 
Associate Planner Atkins reported the following;  
 
Sonoma/Petaluma State Historic Parks is raising funds to help plaster the Adobe at the Blue Wing Inn.  
 
Page and Turnbull, a San Francisco Architecture Firm, was selected to prepare the Downtown Parking Study 
(stated budget of $35,000). Chair Barnett was on the interview panel. 
 
Chair Barnett is pleased that the large Blue Home sign is removed.  
 

   Election of Officers:  
   
 Comments from the Audience:  
 
Adjournment: Chair Barnett made a motion to adjourn at 7:38 p.m. to the next regular meeting scheduled for 
6:30 p.m. on Tuesday, September 15, 2015. Comm. Anderson seconded. The motion was unanimously 
approved. 
 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that the foregoing minutes were duly and regularly adopted at a regular meeting of the 
Design Review and Historic Preservation Commission on the 15th day of September, 2015.    
 
 
Approved: 
 
 
________________________________ 
Cristina Morris, Administrative Assistant 
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